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Washington, D. C, Febmary 17, 1916. 

Sm: The Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway Commission have 
the honor herewith to submit their report upon the improvement 
of the valley of the Rock Creek from the Zoological Park to Potomac 
Park, prepared in comphance with the provision of law contained in 
the sundry civil act approved March 3, 1915, as follows: 

Connecting parkway between Rock Creek and Potomac Parks: To enable tbe 
commission, created by section twenty-two of the public buildings act approved 
March fourth, nineteen hundred and thirteen, to survey the exact boundaries of the 
lands now desired to be embraced in a connecting parkway between Potomac Park 
and Zoological Park and submit a map showing in detail sucn a survey and indicating 
the changes proposed thereby as compared with the map now on file in the office of 
the Engineer Commissioner of the District of Columbia dated May seventeenth, 
nineteen hundred and eleven, $5,000. 

The study of this problem and the preparation of the exhibits 
submitted herewith oegan immediately upon the appropriation 
becoming available in July, 1915, and were prosecuted continuously 
to completion under the dfirection of Col. WilUam W. Harts, United 
States Army, officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, acting 
as the executivp and disbursing officer of yoiir compiission; he was 
assisted in matters of park design by James G. Langdon, a landscape 
architect of many years' experience. 

The plans have had careful consideration by this members of the 
National Commission of Fine Arts, in particular by Mr. Frederick 
Law Olmsted, of Brookline, Mass., the landscape architect member 
of the commission, and have been approved by that commission as 
preliminary plans for presentation to Congress. 

A desirable plan for exchange of property between the United States 
on the one hand, and the UhesapeaKe & Ohio Canal Co. and the 
Washington Gas Light Co. on the other, is proposed by which the 
boulevard could be built through the property now occupied by 
these two corporations without undue injury ana at a minimum cost 
to the United States, provision has been made, however, in the 
taking Unes, so that even if the proposed agreement with the canal 
company is not immediately consummated a permanent parkway 
thoroughfare can be carried through, which will be a component part 
of the ultimate plan. 

The many economies shown over the former plan along the entire 
length of the proposed parkway are so pronounced and satisfactory 
as to merit our unquaUned approval. Furthermore, the negotiations 
with the Washington Gas Lignt Co. and with the Chesapeake & Ohio 
Canal Co., the results of which are submitted herewith for considera- 
tion, hold forth promise of an ultimate satisfactory solution of the 
comphcated problem affecting the project where it touches upon the 

holdings of tnose corporations. 
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It is especially satisfactory to note that the restudy of this problem 
has disclosed the possibility of reducing the amount of property to 
be taken by about 1,875,763 square feet, and that the Umted States, 
therefore, will need to purchase only about 58 per cent of the area 
needed for the parkway, the remaining 42 per cent being now owned 
by the -United States as streets, alleys, and reservations This will 
be seen in detail by consulting the Ust of property and the index map. 

In conclusion we strongly urge that lunds be made immediately 
available under the existing authorization of $1,300,006, so that the 
taking of the land may be begim along the entire length of the park- 
way. Especially do we call attention to the danger of a steady rise 
in value of these lands, and added cost to development consequent 
on continued dumping, should there be further delay. The authori- 
ties of the District of Columbia have held that until the United States 
has definitely fixed the taking lines and undertaken the project they 
are powerless to prevent encroachment on the proposed parkway 
owing to building activities on private land and dumping of refuse 
all 01 which would ho-ve to be removed later or the parkw^.y develop- 
ment prejudiced. 

Very respectfully, 

W. G. McAdoo, 
Secretary oj the Treasury. 

H. L. ScOTT, 
Secretary oj War ad interim. 

D. F. Houston, 
Secretary oj Agriculture. 

The Speaker op the House op Representatives. 
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CHAPTER I. 



BRIEF mSTOBT OF EVENTS LEADING UP TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
THE SOCK CREEK VALLEY WITHIN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

As that portion of Rock Creek Valley under consideration will form, 
when improved, a very important link of a continuous parkway 
through tne very heart of the city of Washington from the Mall to the 
District line, it seems fitting that some brief mention be made at the 
outset of the various efforts toward the development of the valley as 
a public park. ^ 

Just when the fii^st conception of a* park in the Rock Creek Valley 
took place is not readily ascertained, but in the early sixties Mr. 
Frederick Law Olmsted, sr„ landscape architect,* the designer of the 
OTounds of the United States Capitol, who was then a member of the 
Washington Sanitary Commission, became deeply interested in this 
valley and was impressed with its suitability for park purposes. 

In 1866 a Senate resolution directed that an mquiry be made in 
reference to the selection of a site for a public park and for the presi- 
dential mansion. This was reported upon, in 1867, by Maj. N. 
Michler of the Corps of Engineers, Unitea States Army, wno favored 
the Rock Creek VfiQley region, its scope above Calvert Street embrac- 
ing a verv much larger area than is now incorporated in that park. 
Nothing turther, however, appears to have been done at that time. 

In 1880, Capt. R. L. Hoxie,' Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, then assistant Elngineer Commissioner of the District of Co- 
lumbia, advocated the acquisition of approximately 8,000 acres in the 
same region for park purposes, but this project was never approved 
by Congress. A prominent feature of Capt. Hoxie's plan was the 
construction of an immense dam across the valley just albove George- 
town for the purpose of increasing the water supply of the city. Tnis 
would have formed a lake 4 miles long, entirely submerging the 
valley now occupied by the Zoological Park. 

In 1386* the matter was again taken up by the House and Senate 
and finaJly in 1890 the sum of $1,200,000 was appropriated for the 
purpose of purchasing the lands. Various tracts, among them the 
present Zoological Park, were purchased with this appropriation 
from time to time up to December 13, 1894, at which date the acquired 
areas were turned over to the present board of control, consistmg of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia as one party and the 

> Report of the secretary, Board of Control of Rock Creek Park, 1913. 

s Park Improvement Papers, No. 7, which see for a more extended history of the upper valley park. 
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Chief of Engineers of the Army as the other party to the board. Up 
to this time 1,605.9 acres had been acquired, costing, all expenses 
included, $1,174,511.45. None of these puichases, however, was 
below Connecticut Avenue, although in 1889 Georgetown citizens had 
urged that the area be extended down to P Street. In 1904 a por- 
tion of the land lying between the Connecticut Avenue Bridge and 
Massachusetts Avenue was dedicated to the District as a free gift by 
Charles C. Glover. 

Various additions to the areas lying between Massachusetts Avenue 
and the District Une have since been made, but it appears that very 
little was done in an official way to incorporate the lower valley into 
the park system until 1893. In that year Capt. WiUiam T. Rossell,^ 
United States Army, Engineer Commissioner of the District of Co- 
lumbia, made an elaborate report upon a scheme which called for a 
large conduit from Massachusetts Avenue to the Potomac River. 
Nothing was done toward this project except to build a culvert at 
Massachusetts Avenue in 1900. In the meanwhile (in 1899) a map 
had been made for the Washington Board of Trade * showing an open 
valley treatment from Massachusetts Avenue to L Street, connec- 
tion to be made with Potomac Park by way of Twenty-seventh Street. 
This map was essentially similar to one which had been laid before 
the same body some 10 years before. 

In 1901 the Commission on the Improvement of the Park System 
of the District of Columbia, consisting of Messrs. Daniel H. Burnham, 
Charles F. McKim, Frederick Law Olmsted, jr., and Augustus-Saint 
Gaudens, presented a comprehensive report to the Senate upon the 
improvement of the entire park system of the District.* After con- 
sidering both an open and a closed treatment of Rock Creek Valley 
they unanimously advocated the open- valley project. Their report 
says: 

The Massachusetts Avenue crossing over Rock Creek has been designed and is under 
construction as a culvert and fill upon the assumption that the first plan will be carried 
out, but although this fill will interfere with, the perfect execution of the open-yalley 
plaji, we feel compelled to recommend the defimte adoption of the latter on grounds 
of economy, convenience, and beauty. We may point out, however, that the park 
drives and paths under the open- valley plan would be separated by grade from con- 
flict with tne commercial traffic of a busy district. The sights of the inland region 
between Pennsylvania Avenue and Q Street are for the most part merely shabby, 
eordid, and disagreeable. It is, therefore, a very fortunate opportunity that permits 
the seclusion of the parkway in a valley the immediate sides of which can be controlled 
and can be made to limit the view to a self-contained landscape, which may be 
beautiful, even though restricted. In so far as it was practicable, without essential 
injury to the parkway, we have followed lines already fixed for streets on the highway 
plans and elsevhere nave provided for new boundary streets. 

Although the recommendations of the park commission brought 
no immediate results, in 1908 the matter was taken up by the Dis- 
trict Commissioners by direction of Congress, and a full report* rec- 
ognizing the three methods of treatment was presented to Congress. 

Not imtil 1913 was authorization given for the acquirement of the 
^eas needed to perfect this parkv^ay . In tHat year Congress passed 
an act^ which directed the acquirement of such land as might be 
heeded for connecting Potomac Park with the Zoological Park, 

1 S. D<». No. 21, 62d Cong., 2d sess. 

* Pafltlmftrorement Papers, No. t, for which see map. 

* S. Doc. No. 166, 57th Cong., 1st sess. 
« 8. Doo. No. 458, 60th Cong^ Ist sess. 

* Public buiklinp act, sec: 22, approyed Mar. i, 1913. (See Appendix A.) 
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authorizing an expenditure of $1,300,000 toward that end. No 
action could be taken under this authorization, however, because no 
actual appropriation had been made available. 

l^pariwmle the Board of Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, in a communication dated November 10, 1913,* caUed attention 
to a survey made in accordance with the foregoing act, a copy of 
which they forwarded. They made a number of meritorious sug- 
gestions based in part on the physical changes which the survey dis- 
closed as having taken place since the former taking Unes were fixed, 
and in part on a more mature consideration of the problem than 
had been previously ^ven. Consideration of the points raised by 
this communication disclosed the urgent need of further legislative 
action permitting a change of taking Unes at many points. 

Upon receipt of the aforementioned communication, and by direc- 
tion of the President, the chairman of your commission transmitted 
it and the survey for submission to the National Fine Arts Commis- 
sion, who, upon investigation concurred in the suggestions therein con- 
tained, setting forth their views in a communication* dated Novem- 
ber 24, 1913. The National Fine Arts Commission suggested that 
plans be prepared immediately looking to a solution of the many 

Sroblems involved, and in conformity with their suggestions the 
^ock Creek and Potomac Parkway Commission sent a communica- 
tion^ to the Speaker of the House transmitting a draft of a resolution 
which proposed to supplement the original legislative authorization 
so as to permit necessary and desirable changes in the then proposed 
taking Unes. 

The committee of Congress to whose attention this resolution was 
submitted, however, were not incUned to consider any proposition 
which would delegate discretionary power to any individual or body 
to alter the taking Unes previously approved by Congress unless 
detailed accounts of such takings had been submitted to Congress 
and had been passed upon by them as satisfactory. 

The resolution, therefore, did not pass, but an appropriation' of 
$5,000 was granted your commission at once with specific directions 
as to further study of the Unes. 

Your commission thereupon appointed Col. WilU'am W. Harts, 
United States Army, officer m charge of pubUc buildings and grounds, 
its executive officer, and authorized and directed him to proceed at 
once with the preparation of the data reqidred by Congress under 
the above enactment. 

The above constitutes a brief summary of the events which led 
up to the present studies for the new taking Unes in the areas affected, 
detailed statements of which appear in the apt)endix.* 

> See Appendix B * See Appendix C. * See Appendix D. * See Appendix H. 



CHAPTER II. 

GENERAL DISCUSSION OP THDE PROBLEM OF A PARKWAY CONNECTING 
POTOMAC PARK WITH THE ZOOLOGICAL AND ROCK CREEK PARKS. 

It is seldom that a large city has an opportunity for so effectively 
cleaning up unsightly and insanitary conditions as those appearing 
in the lower Rock Creek Valley, the result of which will make it pos- 
sible to connect two such large public areas as Potomac and Rock 
Creek Parks. 

Rock Creek Park, with its varying landscape of delightful woodland 
stretches and interesting rocky gorges, sparkling stream and peaceful 

f lades, has been open to the puolic lor some years; so has the 
rational Zoological Park, whose many exhibits attract thousands of 
visitors. 

From the Calvert Street entrance to the Zoological Park there is a 
park drive leading through Rock Creek Park to the District line, a 
distance of about 6 miles, so that only the intervening 2 J miles to be 
covered by the proposed Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway is lack- 
ing to afford a continuous parkway drive of 14J miles, including the 
drives of Potomac Park. 

Comprehensive plans have already been prepared for presentation 
to Congress for converting East Potomac Park into a great public 
recreation ground, and the drive along its shores is already completed. 
One may now enter a great park area at Seventeenth and B Streets 
and, by following along the easterly shore of the basin, pass entirely 
around East Potomac Park, thence along the shore drive of West 
Potomac Park as far as Easbys Point — a distance of 6 miles. 

West Potomac Park, with its stately memorial to Abraham Lin- 
coln, is fast developing into one of the show places of the Nation, but 
after passing Easbys Point in going north we plunge at once into the 
chaotic conaitions of an undeveloped water front. 

There is at present no means of connection between these two 
groups except by way of the most ordinary city streets. It is true 
one may jide in the saddle or walk about han the way along a winding 
stream through an attractive valley, but the remainder of the valley 
in this intervening area is inaccessible even to pedestrians, its natural 
features having long since disappeared under great dumps of ashes 
and city refuse whose' steep slopes descend precipitously to the 
stream's edge. To unaccompanied women and cnildreh the trip 
through the more accessible section of this valley is not altogether 
without drawbacks, for as these areas are largely private property 
effective policing is difficult. 

. The taking line problem begins at Easbys Point, so that for con- 
venience in making plans and for comparison of areas and costs witl 
former studies the same division into sections has been maintained 
as was used in the report of 1908. 

Briefly these sections are as follows: 

I — Easbys Point to L Street. 

II— L Street to P Street. 

Ill — P Street to Massachusetts Avenue. 

IV and V — ^Massachusetts Avenue to the Zoological Park. 

10 
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SECTION I— EASBYS POINT TO L STREET. 

In 1901, when the Senate Park Commission formulated their plan for 
quays along the river, bordered and overlooked by an elevatea boule- 
vard extending from Easbys Point to Georgetown, there was quite an 
extensive business carried on alon^ this water front. During the past 
15 years these activities have dwmdled to such comparatively small 
proportions that the overhead viaduct connection is no longer appro- 
priate; the less costly and more convenient one of surface Doulevard 
connection shouM be submitted. There is sufficient width for such a 
boulevard, and we are are therefore justified in considering the space 
available between the east building Une of Twentv-seventh Street and 
the established bulkhead hne as ample for the only plan which 
appears feasible for this section. The parkway here will present a 
more busy appearance than the river drive along West Potomac 
Park because of the parallel traffic road with its flanking houses, 
and the probable boating concessions between the boulevard and 
the river. 

- No commercial enterprises other than that of the Washington Gas 
Light Co, and those conducted under boating concessions should be 
permitted to cross the parkway or occupy the river frontage bordering 
it. Boating privileges are a universally recognized essential to 
pubhc use and enjoyment of any park having water features; they 
always add interest and hf e to the landscape, but should, of course, 
be installed and maintained imder proper supervision. 

In this connection it is understood that the United States, under 
estabUshed legal precedents, has absolute control of the city streets and 
water front, as was originally intended .when the city was laid out. 
This being the case the ejection of the few private interests now 
improperly located along tne water front between the works of the 
Washmgton Gas Light Co. and Potomac Park should not be diffi- 
cult. In o further mention of these cases is deemed necessary because 
they are now in process of settlement by the Department of Justice. 

Ine situation, nowever, as regards the Washington Gas Light Co. 
and the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co., the two large corporations 
occupying ground necessary for the purpose of the united States in 
this locahty, is quite complicated and difficult, owing to^ the fact that 
these two corporations occupy very nearly the entu'e section of the 
valley lying between the river and the Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge, 
and comjpletely choke it up in this vicinity. The physical and legal 
questions arismg from then* long-standing occupation of these areas 
are so diflferent from other land problems occuring on the parkway 
beyond that it is considered best to discuss these two cases separately. 
The Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. by reason of being a pubUc-service 
corporation, and of having its occupation of some oi its areas author- 
ized by original grants, is oy far the more difficult, and as its solution 
furnishes a basis for the location of the park extension across the gas 
company^s property, discussion of the canal company's case is under- 
taken first. 

Separation of Rock Creek from tke Ohesapeake cfe Ohio Canal, — ^To 
carry a surface parkway along the Rock Creek Valley between the 
gas works and Needwood Street on the basis of a complete separation 
of the creek and the canal is, it is beUeved, here advocated for the 
first time. A plan for such a treatment of the parkway presents an 
entirely new feature and appears to be the most satisfactory solution. 
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The separation would benefit the canal company by affording them 
a constant control of water level and freedom from the steady 
acciunulation of silt from the wash of the creek valley. It would 
be of benefit to the United States in that it would afford the most 
suitable location for the proposed boulevard, and it would preclude 
future claims against the iTnited States by the canal company 
because of flood damage and cost of dredging the accumulations 
of silt from the canal, as well as permit the only feasible basis 
for adjusting their respective real estate interests. 

The table, Appendix F, was compiled as a basis for the proposed 
agreement and shows the location and assessed valuation of the areas 
under consideration as those involved, while Plan III was constructed 
to indicate the areas listed in the table. As will be seen on Plan III 
this corporation claims many of these parcels of land along the shores 
of the creek as far north as M Street. Some of these were acquired 
through legislation,^ some by condenmation for flowage purposes 
prior to building the dam at the mouth of the creek, some are accre- 
tions, some were formed by the canal companjrby filHng in the old basin, 
and some were towpaths on the sides of this basin which were left 
inland when the latter was filled. Whatever the legal rights of owner- 
ship are in these lands, the fact remains that the^r are an effective 
barrier to the complete development of the parkway in this part of the 
valley until the w^ay is cleared by mutual agreement or legal action. 
The latter method offers prolific opportunities for delay and a possi- 
bihty of ultimate defeat of the United States claims as to title. 
Should this latter be the result the canal company would be in posi- 
tion to make its own terms, and this with the incident legal expense 
would probably bring the cost to more than that required to reach 
an amicable settlement at the present time. There is also the cer- 
tainty that delay would result in a considerable increase in valuation of 
all property affected. In the opinion of your commission, therefore, 
an adjustment of these questions of title, parkway location, and 
method of handling the work by mutual agreement would appear 
most advantageous from the standpoint of tne United States. The 
administration of the affairs of this corporation is supervised by the 
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia and the Circuit Court of 
Washington County, Md., and any agreement tentatively accepted 
by the officials of the company would need to be considered primarily 
as their recommendation to those courts. To be favorably acted upon 
by the courts they would have to be convinced that its fulfillment 
would not work to the disadvantage of the owners of this property. 

Aiter the preparation of numerous studies to determine the best 
course to pursue, a number of conferences were held with the repre- 
sentatives of the company and of the courts, who tentatively agreed 
to the establishment of the Hues proposed. On the basis of these lines 
they formulated their statement ^ of the position of the canal com- 
pany in the matter which, in brief, offered to relinquish all tiieir 
right and title to lands east of the proposed west boun48'ry of the new 
parkway upon condition that the United States pay the cost of the 
separation of the cQnal from the ci;eek, placing the 80 Relocated canal 
in a sfktisf actory worlpng condition, and releasing all right and title 

I See laws qt Virginia ai>d Maryland, approY^ by th^ United Qtate9> X92i; Virgipia, 1831; Haryland. 
1850; and also maiiy geHeril acts lip to 'drfteT" ^ i-f . t . . > r ^ <. t.. -^,. .» 

s SeQ tbe|r conununication, 4piN(9dU 7. 



BEPORT ON ROCK CREEK AND POTOMAC PARKWAY, 1916. 13 

to contested and uncontested lands west of the proposed west bound- 
ary of the new parkway, as indicated on Plans II and III and listed 
in table, Appendix F. This table shows the canal company releasing 
all claims and title to about 130,263 scjuare feet of uncontested land, 
valued at about $56,289, while the United States would release about 
27,642 square feet of uncontested land, valued at about $14,849; this 
indicates an advantage to the United States of about $41,440 of Value 
in uncontested land. There would be a release of about 132,980 
square feet of contested land, valued at about $73,175, on the part of 
the canal company and a similar release of about ^9,863 square feet 
of contested land, valued at about $23,397 on the part of the United 
States; the advantage to the United States in contested land would be 
about $49,778, so that if the balances in both classes of land were com- 
bined^ the Government's advantage in land values would be about 
$91,218, not including a minor item of small parcels of land not listed 
which amount to about $8,941. 

As it affects the parcels occupied by them the project consists of 
digging a new canal bed through a portion of square 94A where the 
west boundary of the parkway is shown crossing that area, digging 
a new canal and dry dock on sauare 1193, constructing two new 
locks, and building a new sea wall on the established bulkhead Une. 
This work, properly finished in accordance with approved methods, 
is estimatea to cost about $114,000; this includes engineering and 
all contingencies. It is properly chargeable to the Chesapeake & 
Ohio CanS portion of the project because it is undoubtedly incum- 
bent on the Government to put the canal in proper working order 
again if it is seriously disturbed in making these cnanges. 

The new creek bed is a concomitant feature of the creek-canal 
separation, but is not a contractural feature of the proposed arrange- 
ment with the canal company. All things considered its cost is 
estimated at about $50,160, which should be charged to the cost of 
the parkway project. It would, of course, have to be done in con- 
junction with the canal work in order that the waters of the creek 
may be diverted during operations. In this connection it is of inter- 
est to note that in 1893 Capt. Rossell, United States Army, advo- 
cated buying the rights of the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. and 
roughly estimated the cost of estabUshing a new oiitlet for them at 
from $100,000 to $150,000.^ 

In determining what should constitute a propel* and satisfactory 
condition in which the United States should leave the cailal property 
where incidental changes in it for the pubUc good are made necfessary, 
due cotisideration should be given to the fact that this company^S 
terminal is located so as to form an important cdnstitilent part of 
thei parkway itself. For the propcir appearance arid permanent 
r^ults there should be a cement retaining wall, supported by spiles 
below the water level, along both sidfes of the canal and along the 
new crfeek bed. 

Another and equally important reason why this should bfe the 
type of construction ertiployed is the necessity of ecotiomizihg in tne 
total width of the parkwav at this point. By the use of beriient 
retainihg Walls the slopes leading lip to -the drites fcan bfegih ^t a 
highfer level, thus saving a considerable amount of lahd \*^hicn wbtild 

i 8. Mis. Doc No. 21. 52^ Cong., 2d sess. 
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otherwise have to be acquired in order that too steep flanking banks 
be avoided. 

It should be stated here that the study of the taking lines in this 
section, as well as along the remainder of the parkway, has been based 
on a preliminary study of a plan of development. Otherwise there 
woula have been no means of arriving at a basis of negotiation with 
the canal and gas companies, or upon an accurate determination 
of the location of the necessary taking lines themselves. Every 
effort has been made to arrive at practicable results commensurate 
with this great imdertaking and in favorable comparison with like 
park undertakings elsewhere. To this end methods of construction as 
well as costs of the same have been considered in consultation with 
the engineers of these companies and, pending the making of detailed 
working drawings, may be considered as reasonably accurate. 

An exceedingly important phase of the project is that the" work 
should be so conducted as not to interfere with the daily conduct of 
the routine business of the canal company or of the lessee of its mole. 
The lessee constantly has tons of sand and stone piled on the mole,, 
and incoming and outgoing shipments must not be held up if we are 
to prevent the possibility of damage claims. The operatmg season 
for canal boats is from the first of April to the middle of December, 
and certain parts of the work could be performed during that period; 
the remainder could be performed during the closed season from 
December 15 to April 1. 

The apportionment of the various constructive operations on this 
work so as to fit into the routine work of the canal company and that 
of their lessee wiU be a deUcate and difficult operation if damage 
claims are to be avoided. It is suggested that the canal company 
itself be required to handle and conduct all such operations. 

The work to be done in connection with the separation of the canal 
from the creek is of such paramount importance, since it controls the 
success or failure of a large part of the parkway undertaking, that the 
United States would be well justified m assenting in the project as 
herein outlined after protecting its rights in the terms of the agree- 
ment, particularly as no scheme could be devised for clearing up a 
tense situation oi long standing with such good results and at a so 
comparatively small cost to the United States. 

Negotiations having reached this stage the results were submitted 
to the Department of Justice, who raised the question as to whether 
the term "any lands west of the line,'' contained in the letter dated 
October 27, 1915, received from the attorney of the canal company, 
applied to any areas not indicated on the table or on Plan III as 
intended to be included in this problem. 

This raised questions concerning about 200,000 square feet of 
land in squares 1171 and 1172, including the mole as extended, title 
to^ which was not intended to be considered by your commission in 
the present adjustment. The question thus raised was submitted to 
the officials of the canal company for a more explicit statement, but 
at the present time their answer has not been received by your com- 
mission. 

Should the canal company eventually not take the view of your 
commission in the matter, preferring to adjust questions of right and 
title by legal means, it should be here pointed out that the taking 
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lines are so adjusted as to permit of a permanent parkway drive being 
carried through which will be a part of the ultimate plan. 

This precaution would enable the parkway work to progress while 
such legal adjustment was being worked out to a conclusion. 

Proposed adjustment affediiig the Washinaton Gds lAgkt Co. — ^The 
Washington Gas Light Co. case resembles that of the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Canal Co. in that it also occupies considerable areas of land 
claimed by the United States. Unlike the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal 
Co., however, it constitutes a public-service corporation which may 
at some future time be operated and controlled oy the Government. 
In view of this situation this problem is one involving questions of 
policy, engineering, and finance. 

Whether it is the best policy to remove the present works com- 
plete to some other site, or to make adjustments with the company 
on the basis of their continuing business at their present location is 
determined partly by the engineering difficulties and partly by the 
cost. The company now owns Analostan Island, and this is, there- 
fore, the QftAj other practicable site to consider, particularly as it is 
directly across the river from the present works and therefore could 
be connected with the larger service mains which are nearest to them. 
It is a location which could be as readily served by rail or water as 
the present one. If other sites should be considered in localities not 
convenient to the present service pipes, it woidd involve the laying of 
entirely new pipe lines over considerable areas, to the great daniage of 
city streets, and consequent reimbursement of such heavy expense by 
the United States. 

The removal of the plant of a public-service corporation of this type, 
whose business is the continuous supplying of heating and lightmg 
gas to a large population, is an exceedingly difficult operation involv- 
mg a large imtial expenditure. If half of the gas retorts, washers, 
purifiers, and holders are to be moved, set up, and put to serving 
the community while the remaining portion of the works are moved 
and set up, there is supposedly a simcient reserve of equipment so 
that each half will supply all the community's needs for several 
months, or during such period as the removal and reconstruction of 
the works shall occupy. This is not the case, however, for there is 
no present need for such idle equipment nor was such an emergency 
deemed imminent. Before dismantling their present structures it 
would therefore be necessary to build entirely new works on the 
island and connect the same with the service mains at the site of th© 
present plant by means of a tunnel driven through rock xmder the 
river — a possible but costly operation. 

When we come to consider the difficulties and the consequent cost 
as well as the necessary undeterminable legal expense to bring about 
such an undertaking and balance these against the advantages, there 
does not seem to be enough gained to justify the cost in money and 
time that this solution of tne problem would entail. There is, too, no 
guaranty that other and far more objectionable structures would not 
take the place of the works so removed. All things considered, we 
are, therefore, forced to consider other methods of effecting our 
results. 

In order to ascertain the best course to pursue, conferences were 
held with officials of the gas company. As a result an outline of a 
scheme to exchange contested and uncontested land was evolved 
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along lines which would not hamper the company in the conduct of 
their pubhc service, and which would permit the construction of the 
parkway in such a position and hy such methods over about 94,000 
feet of land now used and occupied by the gaS company as would 
meet the practical and esthetic requirements of the United States. 

It should be stated here that study of the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal 
Co. problem was undertaken at the same time because the areas 
occupied by these two corporations interlock in such a manner that 
only by a coordinating solution of the joint problems can a proper 
adjustment of parkway roads, walks, and waterways be made. 

The table. Appendix E, shows the location and assessed valuation 
of the areas involved in this arrangement and should be considered 
in conjunction with Plan III. All assessed valuation figures were 
obtained from the assessor's office, with the exception of those per- 
taining to the bed of streets, in which case the rate was considered to 
be the same as that of the adjoining blocks. This table shows the 
gas company as releasing aU claim and title to about 88,233 square 
leet of contested land, valued at about $89,371, in return for aoout 
43,122 square feet of contested land, valued at about $40,142, to be 
released by the United States, with the exception of that portion on 
the water front that is to be used as a whari and that portion of H 
Street lying between Twenty-seventh Street and the proposed boule- 
vard. This wharf and section of H Street would be for tne exclusive 
use of the gas company so long as the manufacture of gas by this 
company at this plant reqi^red them, but should the company cease 
to manufacture gas here tnese areas would revert to the Government, 
the intention being to safeguard against their being used by others 
than the gas company or sold at a profit. This is a provision to 
which the company assents. 

It was deemed best, however, to treat these areas, so far as (discus- 
sion herein is concerned, as though they were on the same basis as 
the other areas in the same table. 

In the uncontested areas the United States would give the gsis com- 

{)any exclusive use and occupation to about 24,330 square feet of 
and valued at 8(bout $27,321 in the bed of H Street between Twenty- 
seventh Street and New York AvenUe, under the same terms as men- 
tioned in connection with the Water front, and the gas company would 
release about 19,533 square feet of land, valued at about $21,974. 

This indicates a release by the gas company of contested land esti- 
mated at $49,228 more than is released in return by the United States, 
and a release by the United States of uncontested land worth about 
$5,396 more than is released by the gas comptoy, making a balance 
of about $43,832 more land value, contested and uncontested, Released 
by ttie gas coriipany than by the United States. 

Ttie gas company proposes to clear the land so released oyer which 
the proposed pjtrkway is to pass, and to purchctse alid install. its 
new machiiifiiiy, made necessary by siich modifications in their present 
pltot, without cost to the United States. They state that bids 
received indicate ail outlay of approximately $42,000 for this work 
da their part. 

It may be inferred that the gas company places more vahie oti 
the use of H Stteet thstn. is indicated by Its mere assessed valuation, 
^ its acquiretn^ht y^cfhlA consolidftte their fequipiii^llt arid i^endef 
riqiidr^ 7 riiore jifeees^ible thari h nb^ thfe ease. There Ircfuld unddttbt- 
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ecQy be an incidental great advantage to them in the stability 
imparted to the investment value of their securities were they 
assured the occupancy of their present site. As far as traffic needs 
are concerned the small section of H Street could well be spared, 
because any one approaching the parkway from an easterly direction 
would naturally take either Virginia or New Hampshire avenue, 
according to whether they were bound for the Zoological or Potomac 
Park. No other traffic except that destined for the gas works would 

Eossibly use it, and that traffic does not now use it because of the 
ad grades. There is, too, ample precedent for the abandonment of 
city streets to quasi-public uses. 

Viewed from all points, there would be very great advantage to 
the United States in giving such an adjustment favorable considera- 
tion, partly because neighborhood conditions are adjusted to the 
present situation, but more particularly because of the certainty 
of obtaining immediate parkway results at this point, with accom- 
panying improvement of conditions ^and the avoidance of future 
litigation on matters affecting titles on the premises concerned. 

SECTION n— L STREET TO P STREET. 

From L Street to P Street the valley presents a totally different 
type of physical conditions, the natural features having been almost 
entirely ehminated by the dumping of refuse on the creek banks. 
The former broad places have been narrowed to precipitous slopes of 
ashes and other rubbish, the imrestricted deposit of years. Where 
dumping has ceased the slopes are overgrown with tangles of bush 
and tree until thev present a sordid and imdesirable appearance. 
This condition has long miUtated against the occupancy of tnis region 
by any but the lowest type of population. In some cases the streets 
have loUowed the dumps and encroached upon the valley; tnis is 
especially true at the lower end, where the breadth of the parkwav 
I has been reduced to a minimum. The completion of the rennsyl- 
j vania Avenue Bridge still further constricts tne valley at this point, 
\ making it difficult to get under that structure with a parkway pre- 
senting anvthing Uke the appearance desired. 
Althougn the M Street Bridge will undoubtedly stand for some 
I years more, there is some question as to whether it should ever be 
I rebuilt on its present site. There is a strong argument in favor of 
omitting it, as investigation discloses the fact that most of the 
heavy haulmg crossing this bridge at the present time is from the 
waterside freight termmals, and this will without doubt eventually 
[ cross Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge when it is open to traffic. This 
traffic would naturally go across the K Street Bridge to Washing- 
ton Circle, and thence along the same route it now takes into the 
citv, but for the fact that the K Street bridge is too narrow 
and too light, and that between the bridge and Washington Circle 
the pavement is of the old-fashioned cobblestone type, rendering it 
exceedingly difficult to haul any but the Ughtest loads over this 
route., fl this condition is remedied there is no doubt whatever 
but that the major part of this heavy traffic will seek that route. 
This desirable result would make it practicable to omit the M Street 
Bridge, supplying the needs of upper Georgetown by means of a 

H. Doc. 1114, 64r-l 2 
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new bridge at N Street. Provision has been made on the plans for 
such a contingency. If it is decided to rebuild the M Street Bridge 
it might be better to divert the Georgetown end to Olive Street 
and use the structure largely for driving traffic. 

That part of the parkway inmiediately south of P Street widens 
out into a broad amphitheaterhke valley, and when properiy de- 
veloped would present a very attractive appearance. A properly 
designed and constructed parkway through this section would be 
of particular benefit to both Washmgton and to Georgetown. 

The contemplated method of handling the constructive features 
in this section would enable us to take less land than was formerly . 
planned and to save a very considerable ultimate expense in the 
final development of the park. 

SECTION m— P STREET TO MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE. 

The parkway in this section includes the vallev where once stood 
the old Lyons mill. It is a long, narrow, and beautiful stretch of 
landscape. The stream for the most part flows at the base of a 
moss-covered retaining wall along Oak Hill Cemetery, a feature in 
itself. The topography of this well-kept cemetery has the effect of 
making this section of the parkway appear much wider than it 
actualfy is. This is fortunate, as on the opposite side of the valley 
a long stretch of land formerly contemplated as a part of the park 
has been filled level with Massachusetts Avenue, thus rendering it 
BO longer desirable as an integral part of the parkway. 

Montrose Park is now in possession of the United States, and the 
small valley at its northerly side connecting Lovers Lane with the 
parkway would form a romantic approach, which, together with the 
completion of the Q Street Bridge would afford opportunities for 
park design not hitherto contemplated. 

SECTION lY— MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE TO ZOOLOGICAL PABK. 

The main boulevard would pass into this section by means of a 
tunnel through the Massachusetts Avenue embankment and lead at 
once into the handsomest section of the proposed parkway. Its 
broad expanse is overlooked by weU-wooded hills along whose crests, 
for the most part, border roads have abeady been estabhshed. An 
exception is at the comer where the westerly end of the Connecticut 
Avenue Bridge terminates. A park entrance at this point is impera- 
tive and woiud considerably improve the general appearance oi the 
bridge terminal, as the fill necessarv to create this entrance would 
proouce a broader effect. This bridge easily dominates the vicinity 
by reason of its great size and fine appearance, and whatever can be 
done to improve its terminals woula contribute toward the artistic 
effect of the whole. 

In this section we begin to get a very real appearance of the 
eoimtry, for its winding stream overhung with trees and -its oper 
^ades give a foretaste of the beauties of Kock Creek Park above 
The triangular area between Connecticut Avenue Bridge and Cal- 
vert Street Bridge is largely occupied on its westerly' side by the 
Zoological Park, and a careful adjustment between its roads and those 
of the proposed parkway will be necessary^, although there ar< 
difficult problems of design to be confronted if a boulevard is to b* 
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successfully carried through the Zoological Park so as not to inter- 
fere unduly with that parkas natural functions. 

There are very few cases in this country which can be cited as a 
parallel to the possibilities of this parkway. Old Muddy River, 
separating Boston from Brookline, Mass., might, in a lesser degree, 
be considered one. It was a muddv stream contaminated with 
sewage, running through a shallow valley and part of the way along 
a railway embankment; its banks were not as high and its scale 
much smaller. Nevertheless it has enough in common with this 
project to justify a comparison of i(s finished effect. One quite 
noticeable' result of the IJoston-Brookline project has been the 
improvement in class of buildings since erected along the borders, a 
result that will surely be reflected in the case of Rock Creek Park- 
way. This is not only a valuable esthetic feature but also one which 
is reflected in increased tax returns. 

It should be borne in. mind that the Government already owns 
about 68 acres of the approximate 162 acres recjuired for this park- 
way, or nearly 42 per cent, and that this study indicates a reduction 
of about 43 acres in the amount df land to be purchased, as com- 
pared to that imder the former plan. 

Appendix H, and more especially its summary, may be consulted 
for a more detailed comparison while Appendix I will give the detail 
of the individual lots involved. 

As this report is primarily upon proposed taking lines and not 
upon park development, only such briei mention oi the valleys of 
sections 2, 3, and 4 has been made as will contribute toward a clearer 
understanding of the project as a whole, and as will supplement the 
fuller explanation of the actual taking lines which appears in the 
appendix. 

Very respe<5tfully, 

W. G. MoAdoo, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

H. L. Scott, 
Secretary of War ad irUerim. 

D. F. Houston, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

Wm. W. Harts, 

Cohndj United States Army^ 

Executive and Disbursing Officer. 



CHAPTER III. 

APPENDIX A. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS ACT, APPROVED MARCH 4, 1913. 

[Pablio, No. 432; H. Kept. 28766, p. 22.] ^ 

Sec. 22. That for the purpose of preventing the pollution and 
obstruction of Rock Creek and of connecting Potomac Park with the 
Zoological Park and Rock Creek Park, a commission, to be composed 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, is hereby authorized and directed to acquire, 
by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, such land and premises as 
are not now the property of the United States in the District of 
Columbia shown on the map on file in the office of the Engineer Com- 
missioner of the District of Columbia, dated Majr seventeenth, nine- 
teen hundred and eleven, and lying on both sides of Rock Creek, 
including such portion of the creek bed as may be in private owner- 
ship, between the Zoological Park and Potomac Park; and the sum 
of $1,300,000 is hereby authorized to be expended toward the acquire- 
ment of such land. That all lands now belonging to the United 
States or to the District of Columbia lying within the exterior bounda- 
ries of the land to be acquired by tms act as shown and designated 
on said map are hereby appropriated to and made a part of the park- 
way herein authorizea to be acquired. One-half of the cost of the 
said lands shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the United States 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia in eight* equal amuial 
installments, with interest at the rate of three per centum per annum 
upon the deferred payments. That should tne commission decide 
to institute condemnation proceedings in order to secure any or all 
of the land herein authorized to be acquired, such proceedings shall 
be in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
August thirtieth, eighteen himdred and ninety, providing a site for 
the enlargement of the Government Printing Office.^ 
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Executive Office of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 

WdsMngUm^ November 10, 1913. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, 

Chairman of Commission to Acquire Land in Valley of Rock Creek , 
between zoological and Potomac Paries, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the hone r 
to transmit herewith a blue print (in two sections) of the survey mad 9 
by the surveyor of the District of Columbia of the proposed conne< - 

1 U. S. Stat L., vol 26, ch. 837. 
20 
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tion between the Zoological Park and Potomac Park along Rock 
Creek, in accordance with section 22 of the public buildings act, 
approved March 4, 1913 (PubUc, No. 432). This survey was made in 
accordance with an understanding had at the first meeting of the 
commission provided in said act, at which the Engineer Commissioner 
of the District of Columbia was present. 

The act in question places no duty upon the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia in respect to the acquisition of the land for this 
proposed park connection, but in forwarding the map the commis- 
sioners have the honor to submit the following suggestions for such 
consideration as your commission might see fit to give them. 

First. There would seem to be good reason for including the ravine 
along Woodley Road, east of Connecticut Avenue, so that a park 
entrance might be had from Connecticut Avenue into the extreme 
north end of the park connection. The topography at this point is 
particularly adapted for some such treatment. 

Second. The boundary along the south side of Calvert Street, 
proposed, should be changed in accordance with the line of Calvert 
Street as proposed in the new highway plan. This would provide a 
much better grade for Calvert Street. 

' Third. After the filing of the map defining the limits of the park 
connection, Thirtieth Street north of Benton Street was changed, 
leaving a parcel of land between the street and the United States 
property known as lots 1, 2, and 3, square 2145. This should be 
mciuded in the park connection. 

Fourth. Subsequent to the filing of the map defining the limits of 
the park connection, there was a special act oi Congress (Public, No. 
201, approved June 26, 1912) providing for the extension of Lovers 
Lane and Rock Creek Drive. This drive falls within the limits of 
this park connection, and the fine of the park connection should be 
changed so that there would not be conflict at this point. 

Fifth. There would seem to be no necessity for the entrance from 
Twenty-eighth and R Streets, through Oak Hill Cemetery, to the 

Eark connection. The grade at this point is almost prohibitory; 
esides, many graves of deceased members of prominent District 
famiUes would be disturbed. The cemetery was a gift of Wilham 
Wilson Corcoran to the community. It was chartered by an act of 
Congress in 1849, and is not intended as a source of gain. There are 
12,000 interments, mostly prominent famihes, in the cemetery, and 
this connection would necessitate the removing of a great manv of 
these bodies, among them men of national reputation, such as Eawin 
M. Stanton, Francis Scott Key, and many otners. There is no space 
within the limits of this cemetery where these bodies could be placed, 
and this would seem to be a desecration if permitted. 

Sixth. After the filing of this map it was found necessary to change 
the line of Q Street in the construction of the Q Street Bridge, and 
f B park connection line should be changed in accordance with that 
I ation. 

seventh. Some study and report should be made for a proper ter- 
D aal for the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal. This is quite an engineering 
P )blem, and would require considerable study and investigation. 

Eighth. The last suggestion would be a connection from the end 
c tEs park connection at Twenty-seventh and G Streets to the 
I tomac Park, only a few squares away. The only way now would 
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be hj way of the existing city streets. The river front should b« 
acquired so that the entire front would be under the jurisdiction of 
the United States, or a viaduct provided so that business would not 
be disturbed along this water front. The treatment of this, however^ 
should not be hastily determined. 

There are 560 dinerent parcels included within the boundaries of 
the proposed park connection, containing 196.4 acres It is estimated 
that the total area to be acquired would be 125.7 acres. The area 
publicly owned, not including streets, is 59.4 acres. The area within 
the limits of Rock Creek south of P Street is 6.4 acres, and there is 
beUeved to be about 5 acres of accretion. The total extreme length 
of the park connection is 2.7 miles and the perimeter 9.4 miles. 

It is not believed that the present law will permit changing the 
limits of the park connection as defined in the map, but in the event 
any new legislation is asked for the changes in the outlines of the park 
connection which have been suggested might be provided for. 

The commissioners also suggest that action be taken to prevent 
diunping of refuse within the Emits of private property included in 
the park connection. Thev understand that many thousand loads of 
dirt and refuse have been dumped there since the approval of the act* 
Further dumping could probaoly be prevented through the prompt 
filing of condenmation proceedings. 
Very respectfuUy, 

Board op Commissioners op the 

District of Columbia, 
By O. P. Newman, President. 



Office of the Secretary of the Treasury, 

NoveTnber IS, 191^. 

My Dear Col. Harts: Referring to your recent call on me at the 
direction of the President, I take pleasure in handing you herewith 
blue-print copy (in two sections) of the survey made by the surveyor 
of the District of Columbia of the proposed connection between Zoo- 
logical Park and Potomac Park along Kock Creek, in accordance with 
section 22 of the pubhc-buildings act approved March 4, 1913, which 
I understand the President desires you to submit to the Commission 
of Fine Arts for any suggestions they may care to make in the premises. 
I also inclose a letter from the District Commissioners making certain 
suggestions concerning the connection. 
Very sincerely, yours, 

W. G. McAdoo. 
Col. W. W. Harts, 

Officer in Charge of Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Washington, D. O. 



November 24, 1913. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, 

Chairman of Commission to Acquire Land in VaUey 

of Rock Creek, between Zoological and Potomac Paries. 

Sir: The Commission of Fine Arts have examined the map of tj 9 
survey of the proposed connection between tKe Zoological Park ai 1 
Potomac Park along Rock Creek, and the copy of a letter of the Coi - 
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missioners of the District of Columbia to you in relation to the same 
dated November 10, 1913, and, in response to your request conveyed 
by letter to Col. William W. Harts, officer in charge of public buildings 
and grounds, dated November 13, 1913, submit the following com- 
ments and suggestions: 

We have compared the present survey with the plans for the 
improvement of Rock Creek upon the open-valley plan contained in 
the report of the Commissioners of the District oi Columbia dated 
April 30, 1908 (S. Doc. No. 458, 60th Cong., 1st sess.), and have 
made such examinations of the premises as practicable within the 
time since the receipt of your letter. We concur in the eight nimi- 
bered suggestions embodied in the letter to you of the Commissioners 
of the District of Colimabia of November 10, 1913, and offer the follow- 
ing additional comments : 

In connection with the sixth suggestion concerning changes at Q 
Street, we beg to point out that the condemnations provided for 
under the act (Public, No. 432, s^c. 22) and the .opening of Q Streeft 
will radically alter the conditions of use of the remainmg property 
occupied by the street railway company just south of Q Street, and 
that the structures and yards remaining in the possession of the com- 
pany will be likely to present a very unsightly appearance in connec- 
tion with the new viaduct and the park improvements; also, that the 
northeasterly corner of this remaining property, as the limits of the 
taking are defined on the survey in accordance with the act, comes 
BO close to the creek as to make it difficidt, if not impossible, to carry 
out any satisfactory plan for the construction of drives, walks, and 
other improvements along the creek. This will be mfi.de apparent 
by a comparison of plans Nos. 1 and 2 accompanying the report of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of April 30, 1908, 
with the present survey at this point. For all of these reasons it 
seems very important that carefully studied plans for the improve- 
ment of the taKing line prescribed by Congress in this vicinity should 
be made as a basis of recommendations for additional legislation, 
should such be necessary. 

We not only concur in the seventh suggestion, that some study and 
report should be made for a proper terminal tor the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Canal, but point out that the plan for carrying the proposed 
park drive across the creek in this vicinity (plan N"o. 2 accompany- 
ing the report of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of 
Apr. 30, 1908), which appears to have determined the limits of land 
acquirements as now defined, is open to serious objection because of 
awkward alignment and unpleasant relation to tne proposed new 
Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge; and that a really satisfactory plan 
for the treatment of this section might indicate the desirabuity of 
modifications of the boundary as now defined. There appear to be 
several other points where the exact lines might advantageously 
follow existing street or property lines instead of cutting diagonally 
through lots, as, for examples, at the intersections of Olive Street 
and N Street with Twenty-seventh Street, and of L Street with 
Twenty-seventh Street. 

We strongly indorse the eighth suggestion as to the desirability 

of providing lor some park connection from Twenty-seventh and G 

Streets to Potomac Park, either along the water's edge or on a via- 

iuct so constructed as to permit the continued commercial use of 
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the water front, and it is our opinion that so far as concerns the 
beauty and park value of such a connection it would be preferable 
that it should follow the water front, as it may finally be established, 
at grade rather than occupy a viaduct with a commercial water front 
outside of it. Only in case the economic interests of the District 
imperatively require the continued use of this water front for com- 
mercial purposes would it be worth while to consider the viaduct plan. 
In view of the foregoing we suggest that plans should be prepared 
immediately for the development of the proposed connection between 
Zoological rark and Potomac 'Park along Rock Creek. This com- 
mission would be pleased to advise concerning such plans from time 
to time in the course of their preparation. 
Very respectfully, 

Commission of Fine Arts, 
By Daniel C. French, Chairman. 



APPENDIX C. 

[House Document No. 999, Sixty-third Congress, second session.] 

Treasury Department, 

Office of the Secretary, 

WasUngton, May 2S, 1914. 

The Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

WashingtoUj D. G. 

Sir: By act of Congress approved March 4, 1913 (37 Stats. L., 
p. 885), tne acquirement, by purchase, condemnation^ or otherwise, 
of land and premises lyinff on both sides of Rock Creek, including 
such portiqn of the creek bed as may be in private ownership, was 
authorized at a cost not to exceed $1,300,000, and a commission con- 
sisting of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and 
the Secretary of Agriculture was constituted to conduct the opera- 
tions incident to the acquisition. 

The main intent of this act was to acquire, for park purposes, a 
strip of land connecting Potomac Park with the Zoological Park and 
Rock Creek Park, utiUzing therefor land not valuable for buildings 
or for commercial purposes. The nature of this land has for many 
years prevented the development of an important part of the city, 
and the land itself is mainly valuable for the purposes for which it is 
now desired. The act requires that the Umits of this strip shall be 
within the taking Unes shown on the map on file in the office of the 
Engineer Commissioner of the District oi Columbia, dated May 17, 
1911. This map was drawn to a small scale, was not based on accu- 
rate surveys, and the Unes were placed apparently without special 
study of local conditions. Since the passage of the act the strip has 
been surveyed by the surveyor of the District of Columbia and an 
accurate map obtained showing property holdings and their dimen- 
sions. Since this survey was completed the subject has been given 
further study by experienced engineers and a number of difficulties 
have been discovered which woiud be Ukely to delay unreasonably, 
if not prevent altogether, the execution of the law 'as originally 
passed. 

From this survey it appears that the hues estabUshed in the act as 
taking lines will, if rigidly adhered to according to the law, cost the 
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Government much more than is necessary for the purposes of the act, 
and there is serious question as to whether acquirement by condem- 
nation proceedings can be accompUshed in some instances without 
much Utiffation, if at all. 

It will be seen that the taking hnes nrovide for the acquisition of 
the mouth of the Chesapeake & Ohio Caned, which is operated as a 

?ubhc utihty under contractual relations with the United States, 
'he owners maintain that condemnation proceedings by the United 
States against them for the possession of tneir canal mouth would be 
ineffective. In any event, if possession of aU the area within the 
taking hnes should be required as called for by the act, it would in- 
clude the mouth of the canal and therefore maKe it necessary for the 
canal company to secure a new outlet outside of the taking lines, 
which could be done only at great cost — ^perhaps in excess of the total 
amount authorized. It is believed, however, that the canal company 
would not object to agreeing on some new location for their canal 
outlet within the taking Hnes, which would be equally useful to them 
and woidd not matenaUy interfere with the proposed parkway. 
Such an agreement could probably be made for a fraction oi the cost 
of condemnation along the hnes required by the act. 

In a similar wajc^the portion of the property of the Washington Gas 
light Co. which is involved, if obtained by condemnation, would 
cost a very large sum, owing to the existence of a great number of 
mains xmder the surface and certain of their buildings and plant 
above ground, as well as the water-front rights. It is maintained 
that much of their property is on ground owned by the United States, 
but without authority, and suits are now xjontemplated to settle this 
question of ownership. Should the claims of the United States be 
estabhshed, as is probable, agreements could undoubtedly be made 
with the gas company by which the right of way for park purposes can 
be secured without much, if any, expense. Condemnation in this 
case also would be inexpedient. ' 

Attention is also invited to a large number of lots between M and 
Q Streets, which are crossed diagonally by the taking hnes, making 
it necessary to purchase, in some cases, a small portion of a lot, which, 
if the usual experience in condemnation is had, will cost as much as 
the entire lot, the Government paying the fiill price therefor and 
acquiring possession of only a portion. For the sake of economy 
it would be much better in these cases to have the taking hnes con- 
form to property or lot hnes as far as practical. 

Furthermore, the physical connection between the mouth of Rock 
Creek and Potomac rark was not sufficiently included in the taking 
lines as mentioned in the act, and proper provision should be made 
for this connection, as otherwise the purposes of the act will not be 
acconjplished. Again, in some instances more land will be required 
to enable roads to be constructed, while less land than is designated 
will be needed in other cases. The total area of land to be acquired 
under the proposed modifications will probably be less than that 
included in the map referred to in the act. 

For all these reasons some latitude and discretion should be granted 
the commission in the acquisition of land and in the method of obtain- 
ing possession which will enable them to utilize the means which are 
most economical to the United States. 

Approximate estimates show that the cost of acquiring this land 
will probably be greatly in excess of the amount authorized, possibly 
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Washington Gas Light Co., 

WashingtoThy D. C, November 22 j 1915. . 

Col. Wm. W. Harts, United States Army, 

In Qharge of Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Washingtonf D. C. 

Dear Sir: Since our interview some weeks ago in regard to the 

[^jfproposed boulevard connectmg the Speedway and Rock Creek Park 

l^ithrough the property of the Washiiigton Gas Light Co.'s west station 

'Works, Twenty-sixth and G Streets NW., I beg to advise you that full 

consideration has been given the matter. 

I find that the quantity of land owned by the Washington Gas Light 
Co. which will be occupied by the proposed boulevard is in the neigh- 
borhood of 102,659 square feet; and that the cost of tearing down and 
removing the tanks, machinery, buildings, and apparatus now on 
the land will be about $42,000. 

If H Street is closed from Twenty-sixth to Twenty-seventh Streets 
, and from Twenty-seventh Street to the Boulevard and the said land 
in the line of H street conveyed by the United States to the gas 
company, the nimiber of square feet in such land will be about 32,475. 
Not wishing to delay you in your work, but, on the contrary, desir- 
ing to help you in every way it can, the Washington Gas Light Co, 
makes the following proposition, to wit: 

In consideration oi the United States closing and conveying to the 
gas company H Street from Twenty-sixth to Twenty-seventh Streets 
and from Twenty-seventh Street to the boulevard, quitclaiming to 
• the gas company any interest it may have in any land between the 
boulevard and the nver, together with an easement to cross either 
over or under the boulevard to reach the river from its works, and 
will, at its own cost and expense, make any and all changes in the 
present bulkhead wall along the river in front of the company's 
West station works that may be required by the United States, the 
gas company will tear down and remove all of its buildings, tanks, 
machinery, and apparatus from its land lying west of Twenty- 
seventh Street in the line of the proposed boulevard, and will convey 
to the Government all its land lying west of Twenty-seventh Street 
which may be required for the proposed extension oi said boulevard. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
Very truly, yours, 

H. S. Reeside, President. 

(See letter from Department of Justice, Appendix G.) 



February 7, 1916. 
Mr. Howard S. Reeside, 

President J Washington Gas Light Co., 

Washington, D, 0. 

My Dear Mr. Reeside: With reference to our conversation of a 
few days ago over the location of the new proposed parkway con- 
nection, permit ine to say that I feel very much gratified that your 
company has consented to accept the suggestions of the Department 
of Justice that actual titles of Government land be not given your 
company for areas suggested by you to be exchanged for the boule- 
vard area needed by us and now occupied by you, as shown in our 
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Drawing III, 1916, but that the privilege of 'exclusive use and occupa* 
tion would be acceptable. 

I am advised that the officer of the Department of Justice, before 
whom the matter has been laid, does not consider it necessary to 
insist upon the suggested 20-year limitation of this privilege, pro-* 
vided the other conditions be complied with. 

I should be glad to have your formal confirmation of your recent 
verbal suggestion, so that the matter may be made one of record for 
presentation to the proper Government authorities. 
Very respectfully, 

Wm. W. Harts, 
Colond, United States Army^ 



Washington Gas Light Co., 
"Wdshingtonj D, C.j February 11, 1916, 

Col. William W. Harts, 

In Charge of Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Col. Harts: Replying to your letter of the 7th instant, 
I beg to advise you that for the purpose of aiding you in your efforts 
to connect the Speedway or Potomac Park with Rock Creek Park 
hy a boulevard through the property of the Washington Gas light Co., 
said company is willing to modify its offer contained in letter to you, 
undt^r date of November 22, 1915, and, in lieu of a conveyance to it 
of the fee simple title to certain lands therein referred to, is willing 
to accept a grant to it of the exclusive use and occupation of said land 
during the existence and operation in the District of Columbia of 
said corporation. 

The proposition of the gas company, as contained in said letter of 
November 22, 1915, except as modified above, to remain as thereiu 
set forth. 

Very respectfully, yours, 

H. S. Reeside, President^ 



APPENDIX F. 

V 

Property involved in the proposition for separating Rock Creek from the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Canal, M Street to the Potomac River. 





Square 
feet. 


Assessor's 
rate. 


Two-thirds 
value. 


Full land 
value. 


XmCONTESTKD. 

To be released by. the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co.: 

At northeast end of river lock 


2,800 
91,863 
35,600 


$0.76 
.25 
.35 


12,100.00 
22,966.00 
12,460.00 


$3,150.00 
34,449.00 
18,690.0^ 


Saiiarell93. area west of creek 


8auarell94, alone creek 




Total 


130,263 
27,642 




37,628.00 
9,809.00 


66,289.00 
14,849.0a 


To be released by the United States: 

Square 1193, lots to be purchased at comer of Twenty- 
nfntb and Needwood Streets .. . .. .. . ,. 








Excess of uncontested land released by the canal 
oompsny over that released by the United States . . 








41.440.0Q 
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Property involved in the prdponition for separating Rock Creek from the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Canal, M Street to the Potomac /Sirer— Continued. 



f 


Square 
feet. 


Assessor's 
rate. 


Two-thirds 
value. 


FuUland 
value. 


CONTESTED. 

1^0 be released by the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co.: 

Sauare 94 A . west of Twenty-eienth- Street 


66.503 
3,339 
26.453 
14,960 
14,435 
7,300 


SO. 50 
.20 
.20 
.35 
.20 
.20 


S33.252.00 
668.00 
5.291.00 
5,233.00 
2.887.00 
1,460.00 


S«>,878.00 
1,002.01) 
7.936.00 


Twenty-euuith Street, north of K Street 


Sauare 4. west of 


Square 1194, under Pennsylvania Avenue Bridge 

Sauare north 4. west of 


7,849.00 
4,330.00 
2,180.00 


Sauare west 14. west of ^ 




Total 


132,980 
29,863 




48,791.00 
14,032.00 


73,176.00 
23,397.00 


To be released by United States: 

Square 94A. west of Twenty-eighth Street 


.50 




Excess of contested land released by the canal com- 
pany over that released by the United States 








49,778.00 










Total balance of land area rdeased by the canal com- 
pany in excess of that rdeased by t^e United States. . 


205,738 




91,218.00 




' 




Estimate of that portion of the cost of separating tne canal 
from the creek directly chargeable to this operation 






« 


114.000.00 


From which deduct the above excess of land value released 
by Chesapeake &, Ohio 








91,218.00 






• • 




Balance of cost to the United States 








22,782.00 


n- ' ' . - ■■' 









In addition there are certain ^maU areas, not shown on the plan 
or included in the table, which connect some of the contested areas, 
and which wouM urdoubtedly be claimed by the canal company as 
making the old towpath continuous; they amount to about 27,104 
square feet, valued at about $8,941, and would be covered by the 
agreement of exchauge. 



Washington, D. C, October 27, 1916. 

Col. William W. Habts, United States Army, 

Executive Officer RocTc Creek ParTcway Commission. 

Dear Sir: Acting upon your request made at the termination of 
our interview on yesterday, I am stating in this letter the position 
of the trustees of the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. regarcung the 
preliminary plan submitted by you showing the desired line <3 the 

))arkway through the valley of Kock Creek and the changes in the 
ine of the cansJ. 

As verbally stated on yesterday the trustees of the canal would have 
much preferred a different aUgnment, and one farther eastward 
between K Street and the river front, beUeving that this more easterly 
line would give to the Government a better line and save to the canal 
property and advantages that are not so weU preserved by the line 
of your selection. 

In order, however, to bring to a conclusion a long-pending con- 
troversy over property rights and canal location, and to meet, as far 
as possible reasonably, the wishes and efforts of the Government in 
beautifying the city of Washington by park improvement and con- 
nections, the trustees of the canal have earnestly endeavored to meet 
your wishes in the premises as far as consistent with protection to the 
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canal and its interests, ard accordingly they have determined to 
fwscept your plan as presented ard indicated on the plan submitted, 
provided — 

First. That the modifications in the canal bed and line near the 
-entrance to the river lock and the lock above K Street Bridge shall 
be made so as to make a practical operating entrance to said locks, 
as indicated by Mr. Nicolson at our mterview on yesterday. These 
modifications were at that interview talked over and pomted out, 
and I imderstood both from you and your assistant that they 
can be madfe without difficulty or detriment to your plan of im- 
provement. Accordingly, if these modifications can be mtde so as 
to meet, in their final adoption, the approval of the trustees, the first 
condition of their acceptance of the plan will be fulfilled. 

Second. The second and final condition mrde by the trustees is 
that the new wharf line made necessary by your proposed plan shall 
be built to the established bulkhead line, as indicated on your map, 
at the cost and expense of the United States, this structure to be 
staple in character and material and sufficient to stand the stress and 
strain of conditioiis, and to meet the approval of the trustees. 

As stated at our interview the necessity for this new wharf front 
is occasioned by your plan of improvement, and in the opinion of the 
trustees it is only equitable that the cost of the building of the wharf 
to the bulkhead line should be without cost to the canal, especially 
in view of the fact that in accepting the alignment created by your 
plan a very considerable quantity of real estate is lost to the canal, 
which would have been saved to it by the adoption of a more easterly 
location as desired by the canal trustees. 

An additional reason for this pavment by the Government is that 
if a more easterly location was substituted the cost of the property 
to be acquired by the Government would go very far to pay for the 
building of the wharf. 

The acceptance of the plan upon the conditions stated, to wit, the 
modifications made in order to make practically operative the canal 
at or near the locks, and the construction of the wharf to the bulk- 
head line at the cost of the Government, is not only considered by the 
trustees a fair and even liberal position on their part, but they do 
not think that they could secure from the courts now operating the 
canal through the trustees an acceptance of an offer any less advan- 
tageous to the company. 

If, therefore, we come to an agreement regarding the modifications 
at or near the two locks and the construction of the new wharf line 
at the cost of the Government, our understanding of the arrangement 
between the Government and the trustees of the canal, covering the 
entire situation, is as follows: 

That the Government will pay the cost of constructing the canal 
in its new location, with suitaole retaining walls; of the construction 
of the two new locks and dry dock substantially as located on your 
map, and of the acquisition of the land between Twenty-ninth 
Street and the canal north of K Street not owned by the canal 
company, to be deeded to the canal company free of cost; the Govern- 
ment also to give a quitclaim deed for all of its right, title and inter- 
est in any lands lying west of the line from which the canal company 
deeds its land to the Government. The canal to accept the new loca- 
tion and to turn over to the Government all lands lying east of the 
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west park line running from the north of Rock Creek to M Street. 
The exact boundaries of the lands to be quitclaimed by the' canal to 
the Government and by the Government to the canal are indicated 
on your map and may be definitely fixed when the final plans are 
completed. 

' There is another question connected with the proposed arrange- 
ment, though not directly entering into the same, and one which 
should now be considered and cared for. 

During the period of construction under the proposed plan the 
use of the wharf belonging to the canal, known as the "Mole Wharf/' 
will be so interfered with as to necessitate a practical suspension in 
operation, unless special provisions are made to enable, a temporary 
handling of the business now conducted thereon. This is a condition 
which wUl be entirely an incident to your plan and its execution, 
and should be, in the opinion of the trustees, cared for by the 
Government. 

I am returning herewith the plan submitted and ask that you will 
send me a copy of the same. 
Yours, very truly, 

George E. Hamilton, 
Attorney for ChesapeaJce <k Ohio Canal Co, 

(See letter from Department of Justice, Appendix G.) 



January 13, 1916. 
Col. William W. Harts, United States Army, 
Executive and Disbursing Officer^ 

Rock CreeJc amd Potomac ParJcway Commission, 

My Dear Col. Harts: Your letter of January 12, with inclosures, 
received. 

While the suggestion of Mr. Classic is entirely out of harmony with 
the trend of our former negotiations, and his denial of right in the 
canal company to its present location and to its properties absolute 
and sweepmg, I deem it advisable to refer the matter to the chair- 
man of the board of trustees of the canal company before making 
final answer. 

This reference has been made and I hope in a very short time to 
reply in definite terms. 
Yours, very truly, 

George E. Hamilton, 



January 18, 1916. 
Col. William W. Harts, United States Army, 
Executive and Disbursing Officer, 

RocJc CreeTc and Potomac Parhvay Commission. 

Dear Sir: As stated in my note of January 13, your letter of the 
12th instant, with inclosures therein referred to. was forwarded by 
me to the chairman of the board of trustees of the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Canal Co. for consideration on the part of said trustees, €«id 
their direction to me in the matter of a more definite answer to 
your communication. 

I am to-day in receipt of the views of said trustees, and this reply 
to your letter of January 12 is accordingly made. 
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The truste s of the canal coTnpany do not consider Mr. Glassie's 
criticism, view, or position well founded, and are unwilling for a 
moment to consider the acceptance of his suggestion, which is prac- 
tically a denial of any right in or on the part of the canal to property, 
^ to location, or eyen to equitable consideration. 

I To consent to give up its present canal bed south of M Street, held 

! under a compact resulting from the acts of Congress, Maryland, and 
: Virginia; to part with its fee simple title to niuch of the property 
affected by tne proposed adjustment, and its strong legal and equi- 
I table claim to the residue ot such property, for, as Mr. Glassie puts 
I it, ''a concession by the Government to the canal of the use and 
I occupation of this property so long as needed for the objects of its 
j incorporation,'' does not appeal to the business thought of the trus- 
! tees or to their sense of fair treatment. 

I Portions of this land obviously can not be used in connection with 

i canal operation, and a change in the bed or line of the canal, as pro- 
t posed by the Government, would still further destroy the possibility 
of such a use. 

One of the very important considerations in their agreement to 
accept your plan or relocation was that so much of this land as was 
not required tor canal operation, reUeved of all controversy as to title, 
might DC leased or sold and the proceeds applied by the court, which 
now directs its maintenance and operation, to either the reduction 
of debt or to needed betterments. 

The trustees, in their negotiations, have endeavored only to insist 
upon what in their opinion was right and fair to the canal and its 
interests, and upon what would commend itself to the judgment of 
the court which directs them, an insistence moderated and reduced 
below their view of legal rights by the desire of the trustees to co-op- 
erate in your efforts to benefit and beautify the National Capital, 
and accordingly upon the receipt of your letter of October 12, with 
accompanying preliminary plans, they requested me to state to you 
their position, which was verbally done on October 26, and at your 
request reduced to writing in my letter of October 27, 1915, and 
they now direct me to state that the position taken in my said letter 
of October 27 is the one which they feel obUged to stand upon. 
Very respectfully, 

Geoege E. Hamilton. 



(The following letter was received from the attorney of the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio Canal Co. as the result of a conference between CoL 
Harts and himself:) 

Washington, D. C, February 11, 1916. 

Col. William W. Harts, United States Army, 

Executive and Disbursing Officer, , 
Rock Creek and PotoTnac Parkway Commission, 

Dear Sir: I am directed by th^ trustees of the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Canal Co. to state that they have carefully considered your last 
suggestion in the matter of the relocation of the bed of the canal and 
the exchange and conveyance of property between the United Statea 
and the canal company, south of M Street; according to the last 

H. Doc. 1114,44-1 « 
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preliminary plan submitted, which suggestion they understand to be 
as follows : 

First. The separation of the canal from Rock Creek south of M 
Street and its relocation, as shown on your plan, at the Government's 
cost; the construction by the Government, at its cost, of a retaining 
wall along the new wharf line, made necessary by your proposed plan, 
of character and material sufficient to stand the stress and strain of 
conditions and to meet the approval of the trustees, and the transfer 
by the Government to the canal company of 57,505 feet of groimd as 
indicated on the last map submitted. 

Second. The transfer tp the Government by the canal company of 
263,243 feet of land, as indicated on said last referred to map. 

Third. That the land included in squares 1192 and 1171, and the 
mole property, with such additional land as may accrue by reason of 
the building of the bulkhead along the wharf lines above referred to, 
shall not be included in any agreement now reached, but should be 
permitted to be held by the canal company, so long as it continues in 
existence, to be used for the purposes oi the canal, with a limited 
light to lease and without the right so sell, and that any attempt to 
sell would necessitate recourse to litigation to determine the question 
of title. 

From the begmning of the negotiations now pending regarding this 
proposed relocation and exchange of property, the trustees of the 
canal company have proceeded on the theory that an adjustment of 
all questions relating to its line, its works, and its property in and 
along the line of Rock Creek south of M Street womd be fully and 
finally determined; and their position, stated through me in my 
Ifetter of October 27 to the effect that they would recommend to the 
court an acceptance of your plan as indicated on map by you sub- 
mitted with your letter of October 12, subject to conditions stated 
in my letter of October 27, was based upon said assumption of final 
determination of all questions relating to the canal bed and its 
properties in the area referred to. 

Your suggestions now under consideration, plainly stated, are that 
the canal company should yield up its present bed and consent to a 
relocation according to your plan, and release and convey .to the 
Government 263,243 feet of groimd, for and in consideration of a 
conveyance from the Government of 57,505 feet of ground and the 
©onstniction of the wharf on the bulkhead line made necessary by 
Ihe location of the lock on the new canal line of the Government's 
selection. The cost of separating the canal from the^ creek and 
relocating it along lines conformable to the parkway plan can not, 
it seems to the trustees, be taken as a consideration moving to the 
©ompany, but is directly a charge to park improvement, the right 
of the canal company to its present bed and location being fixed by 

Sint legislative intent, as expressed in the acts of Virginia and 
aryland', accepted and ratified by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Notwithstanding the difference between what the canal, as abov< 
shown, is asked to give and what it would receive, a difference s 
largely and apparently in favor of the Government, the trustee 
were willing to recommend to the court that its assent should ^b 
given to the separation of the canal from the creek, and its relocatioi 
according to the Government's desires and needs, and to convey an 
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release the 263,243 feet of ground referred to, provided that, in addi- 
tion to the 57,505 feet of ground to be conveyed by the Government 
to the canal, and the construction of the retaining wall along the 
new wharf line established, the Government would release and quit- 
claim to the canal company any claim of right to the mole property 
and to squares 1192 and 1171, and the part of the abandoned creek 
bed adjacent thereto and any land added by reason of the proposed 
wall construction, and this because the Government had oy suits 
instituted alleged some claim of title to the property last referred to. 

Your present proposal excludes the two squares above referred to, 
the mole and any property that might be made and added thereto 
by reason of said wall construction, from the terms of a settlement: 
and requires that said property should remain to be used for canal 
pinposea so long only as such purposes subsist. 

The trustees are of the opinion that your refusal to convey and 
jiuitclaim these two squares and the mole property to the company 
is based upon some misapprehension of legal conditions to said 
property attached, and furtner that the suggestion that it should 
.DC held and used for canal purposes so long only as such purposes 
subsist gives to them no new or additional rignt; they now nave 
said property and are advised that they can at least hold it and use 
it for canal purposes, and that to a considerable part of said prop- 
erty the canal company has a fee-siipple title. 
, A better understanding of the rights and title of the company to 
the canal and its properties now imder consideration, including its 
waterway, the mole and wharf and the land made within the limits 
of the old basin, will be obtained by reference to the charter of the 
canal company and the several enabling and amendatory acts thereto, 

fassed by Congress and the Legislatures of Maryland, Virginia, ana 
ennsylvania. 

By the fourth section of the charter of the company the president 
and directors were authorized to agree with any person or persons, 
on behalf of said company, to cut canals, erect dams, open feeders, 
construct locks, and perform such other works as they should judge 
necessary or expedient for completing the canal hereinbefore men- 
tioned and described. 

By the fifteenth section of the charter the president and directors 
are authorized to purchase any land needed for canal locks, dams, 
ponds, feeders, and other works, or, in case they can not purchase, 
to condemn land in the manner provided by that section. After 
providing the mode of condemnation, the section further provides 
that on payment of the jury's valuation ^'the said company shall be 
seized of such land as of an ^absolute estate in perpetuity j or with such 
less quantity and duration of interest or estate in the same, or subject 
to such partial or temporary appropriation, use, or occupation, as 
shall be required or described (m the inquisition), as if conveyed hy 
the ovmer qjthemJ^ 

By the tnirteenth section the Potomac Co. is authorized to surren- 
der its charter and convey in due form of law to the Chesapeake & 
Ohio CanaJ Co., all the property, rights and privileges owned, pos- 
sessed and enjoyed by the Potomac Co.; and the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Canal Co. is thereupon authorized to accept such surrender and 
transfer, and to hold, possess, use and occupy all the said property, 
rights and privileges in the same manner and to the same efi^ct as 
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the said Potomac Co. now hold, possess and occupy the same by law. 
Pursuant to this authority the Potomac Co. did convey all its prop- 
erty to the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. 

The eleventh section of the Potomac Co.'s charter (Virginia act 
of October, 1784) provides that upon the valuation by the condem- 
nation jury and payment by the companv *'the said company shall 
be seized in fee oi such land as if conveyed, by the owner to them and 
their successors by legal conveyance." So that the thirteenth sec- 
tion of the charter of the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. contemplated 
the acquisition by the canal company of the fee simple land of the 
Potomac Co. v 

The ninth section of the charter provides: 

That for and in consideration of the expenses the said stockholders will be at, act 
only in cutting the said canal and erecting locks and dams, providing aqueducts, 
feeders, and other works, and in improving and keeping the same in repair, the said 
canal and all other works aforesaid, or required to improve the navigation thereof, at 
any time hereafter, with all their profits, subject to the limitations herein provided 
and to none other, shall be, and the same are hereby, vested in the "said stockholders, 
their heirs, and assigns forever as tenants in common in proix)rtion to their respective 
shares, and be forever exempt from the paymr ntof any tax, inquisition, or ^assessment , 
whatsoever." 

The seventeenth section provides for the transfer of* the stock- 
holders' interest by deed. 

The Supreme Court in Van Ness v. The Mayor, etc., of Washington, 
4 Pet., 232, speaking through Mr. Justice Story, said: 

The streets and public squares are declared to be conveyed *'for the use of the 
United States forever." These are the very words which by law are required to vest 
an absolute unconditional fee simple in the United States. They are the appropriate 
terms of art, if we may say so, to express an unlimited use in the Government. If the 
Government were to purchase a lot of land for any general purpose, they are the very 
words which the conveyance would adopt, in oraer to grant an unlimited fee to the 
use of the Government 

Mutatis mutandis J the same statement can be made of the language 
of theChesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. 's charter, which provides that ''the 
said company shall be seized of such land as of an absolute estate in 
perpetuity as if conveyed by the owner to them," and the provision 
of tne ninth section which says that the canal and other works *' shall 
be, and the same are hereby vested, in the said stockholders, their 
heirs, and assigns forever as tenants in common." 

That the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. acquired an absolute 
estate in fee simple in the land purchased or taken by it for its canal 
and works, is further shown by reference to the subsequent acts of 
the Legislatures of Virginia and Maryland and the Congress of the 
United States. 

By the act of Virginia, passed February 27, 1829, and ratified by 
Congress March 3, 1837, it is provided: 

That whenever it may be necessary to form heavj^ embankments, piers or moles 
at the mouths of creeks or along the river shore, for basins and other purposes, and the 
president and directors may deem it expedient to give a greater strengui to the same 
by widening them and constructing them of the most solid materials, the groimd 
formed for such useful purpose may by them when so made, be sold (mt or let for ten 
of years as they may deem most expedient for the company, on such terms as mi 
direct the application of the proceeds thereof to useful purposes and at the same tin 
repay the necessary expense of the formation of such emoankments, piers or mol< 
provided this power shall in no case be exercised so as to injure the navigation of ti 
canal. 
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These acts of Virginia, Maryland and the Congress of the United 
States constitute a complete legislative interpretation of the charter 
of the canal company as vesting in that company an absolute estate 
in fee simple in the land purchased or taken for its canal and worts, 
and this conclusion is clearly expressed by the Court of Appeals of 
Maryland in the case of Bond v. Murray, 118 Md., 445. 

Accordingly the trustees are of the opinion that thej could not, 
with any proper regard for their duty as trustees, advise the court 
to approve or accept the last suggestion made by you, but, as here- 
tofore stated, would advise an agreement and settlement along the 
lines stated in my letter to you of October 27, 1915, which is that 
the company woiild consent to the separation of the canal from the 
creek and the relocation, at the Government's cost, of its waterway 
as shown on plan by you submitted, the canal company to transfer 
to the Government the 263,243 feet of land required by it for park 
purposes, and indicated in yellow on the map last submitted, the 
Government to quitclaim to the canal company the lands lying 
west of the Une from which the canal company deeds its land to the 
GrQvemment, being the 57,505 feet heretofore mentioned, squares 
1192 and 1171 and the mole and wharf and any additions or accre- 
tions thereto' by reason of the wall construction hereinafter referred 
to, making the total amount so quitclaimed about 240,000 feet in 
area, and the construction of the wharf to the bulkhead Une as ten- 
tatively agreed upon. 

This, in our opinion, would constitute a fair exchange of property, 
and, as before stated the cost to the Government of relocating the* 
canal, which is entirely for the benefit of park improvement, should 
not be charged in anv way to the canal company, the company being 
entirely satisfied with its present waterway. 

The trustees are unable to suggest any other line of adjustment 
unless it be that the court, under whose direction they are acting, 
might consent to the relocation of its waterway, as indicated upon 
your plan, including the new bulkhead and at the Government's 
expense, the Government to acquire by purchase or condemnation 
such of the lands of the canal company lying east of the west park 
Une running from the mouth of Rock Creek to M Street as are needed 
by the Government and not used by the canal company in connection 
with its works as relocated. 
Yours, very truly, 

George E. Hamilton. 



February 14, 1916. 
Mr. Geo. E. Hamilton, 

Attorney and Counselor at Law, 

Washington, D. C. 

Mt Dear Mr. Hamilton : I have just received your letter of the 
] Lth instant stating that the trustees of the Chesapeake & Ohio 
( mal Co. had carefully considered my last letter with regard to the 
( knal mouth at the junction of Rock Creek with the Potomac River, 

I am very sorry to hear that the trustees feel that they can not 
i 'nsent to the exchange of property on the basis proposed. I feel 
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that the equity against the United States in the suggestions of your 
trustees is so great that I would not be^ able to recommend it. 

I can not help believing that the new mouth for the canal, which 
we suggested, is an asset of large value and that the exchange of laad 
proposed in my letter, including this rebuilding, makes the arrange- 
ment a fair one for both sides. 

I note the suggestion of your trustees that the only method of 
accomplishing our purpose of constructing a boulevard in this locality 
is to acquire the land necessary by purchase or condenmation. 
Respectfully, 

Wm. W. Harts, 
Colonel, United States Army, 



APPENDIX G. 



Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C, January 8, 1916, 

Col. William W. Harts, United States Army, 

In Charge of Public Buildings and Grounds, 

War Department. 
My Dear Col. Harts: I was glad to receive your letter inclosing 
copies of the written proposals of the gas light company Q,nd the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. I have considered them, as well as 
the plat and table showing the proposed transfers of property, in 
the light of your very clear and complete exposition of the whole 
matter at our interview on Thursday. The proposition of the gas 
company, as modified by its subsequent statement, seems to involve 
two things: 

(1) That the company shall have the use of the water-front property 
between the south Ime of the parkway and the river, so long as it, or 
its successors, manufacture gas at the present location of its western 
plant. 

(2) That H Street be closed for the company's use between Twenty- 
sixth and Twenty-seventh Streets and from Twenty-seventh Street 
to the proposed boulevard. 

If this occupation can be arranged in accordance with this limitation 
and without vesting a fee simple title in the company, I see no objec- 
tion to the proposed settlement so far as the water frontage is con- 
cerned, or so far as the street space is concerned, if the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia agree. But I suggest that the agreement 
should be explicit on these noints: 

Any interest in the tract lying between the parkway and the river 
should be limited to the right to use the same for wharf purposes in 
connection with, and as accessory to, the company's plant and works 
as now located for such period, not exceeding 20 years, as the company 
shall actually use the tract for the purpose stated. 

Provision should be made that, in the event of the company's plan 
and works being acquired by the United States, or by the District o 
Columbia, whether by purchase or otherwise, either during said perio 
of .20 years or any extension thereof that may be made, the right t 
the company in said tract shall immediately cease and determine an. 
shall not be deemed a part of its property, assets, and franchises, o 
be estimated or considered in determming the value thereof. 
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That there shall be no liability on the part of the United States, or 
the District of Columbia, for the value or cost of removal of anv struc- 
tures which may be erected by the gas company on the land so 
occupied during the period specified." 

The considerations which nave occurred to me with respect to the 

Eroposed arrangement with the canal company are more numerous^ 
ut they come, in the end, to a suggestion similar to that made con- 
cerning the negotiations with the gas company, namely, that it does 
not seem advisable to change the relation now held by the canal com- 
pany to a large portion of the land affected into a fee simple estate. 
The present tenure, at the best, is one of use for canal purposes so long 
only as such purposes subsist. A convevance by the United States 
to the caual companyx would so materially change relative values as 
now existing and would give the canal company so greatly increased 
an area of marketable land that the United States would be put very 
much more at a disadvantage than has been estimated in tne tabu- 
larized summary of the proposed transaction submitted to me. 

It may be added that acceptance by the canal company of rights 
of use and occupation in all the land affected by the adjustment would 
greatly simplify the question of the acquisition of the .additional land 
m square 1193 proposed as part of the consideration for the company 'b 
transferring the land in that square to which it apparently has com- 
plete title. 

It seems to me that the terms of the proposed arrangement could 
be much more satisfactorily stated from the Government's point of 
view, if the concession to the cajial company were confined to use and 
occupation so long as needed for the objects of its incorporation, and 
I can not see that the practical result would be thereby altered to the 
disadvantage of the company. 

I am sincerely desirous of aiding, as far as I can, your purpose of 
securing a settlement of these two matters, in order that the whole 
project of the park connection may not be delayed, and I suggest that 
you inform the canal company of the objection which has been raised 
and ascertain whether the company considers that the acquiring of a 
fee simple title is an essential condition to its a^eement to the pro- 
posed arrangement. If it insists on the acquisition of such a title 
under the terms which have been submitted to me, I am compelled 
to sav that, as I am now informed and in my present view, I doubt 
whether it would be possible for me to recommend the proposed 
settlement with the canal company to the Attorney General. 
Very truly, yours, 

Henry H. Glassie^ 



APPENDIX H. 



DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED TAKING LINES AND COMPARISON WITH THOSE 
SHOWN ON MAP REFERRED TO IN BILL S. 2366, SIXTY-SECOND CONGRESS. FIRST 
SESSION, FILED MAY 17, 1911. 

In order that proper comparison may be made between the taking 
lines shoyrji on tne map dated May 17, 1911, and the new proposed 
taking lines, as required in the act of March 3, 1915, appropriating 
$5,000 for the present study, both are indicated upon Plan II, accom- 
panying this report — the old in brown and the new in red. Upon 
this map red shading indicates property to be purchased; green, that 
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owned by the Government; yellow and purple, that .involved in 
exchange with the gas and canal companies where such areas directly 
affect the parkway project; there may be other areas which might 
be subject to adjustment between the canal company and the Gov- 
ernment that are not here shown, but which are not so located as to 
be a part of the parkway project. Plan III shows the exchange 
areas at a much larger scale and with the approximate square feet 
contained in each. 

In order that definite and conclusive results may be arrived at in 
any scheme for a parkway, where land is to be acc^uired, the taking 
lines can only be located by first working out preliminary parkway 
designs, a procedure which was followed in this case with a great 
amount of care, the work being based on the best available surveys 
already made. The map of May 17, 1911, indicated taking lines 
crossing many lots diagonally and took many areas not essential to 
a parkway project, although such supplementary areas would 
undoubtedly round out the project and make it more beautiful. 

There was another and extremely important feature which was 
lacking — th^t of a comprehensive scheme for the adjustment of the 
business of the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. and of the Washington 
Gas Light Co. to the requirement of a through parkway. 

The radical difference between the taking lines from the Potomac 
River to Pennsylvania Avenue, as shown on the map of May 17, 1911, 
and on Plans H and III, is due to the fact that they are predicated 
on entirely different theories. The former plan elimmated the canal 
from the present creek, thus necessitating its removal westerly to 
some new location, while the latter plan aUows the canal to remain 
very nearly in its present bed and moves the creek easterly to a new 
location. Also, tne former plan made no provision for supplying 
the gas company with facilities for receiving their supplies of coal, 
oil, and chemicals by water, while the latter plan provides for these 
facilities, thus making it possible for the company to continue busi- 
ness at its present location, as is explained more fully on page 15. 

-Effort has been made in the present undertaking to recognize the 
good points of former studies and to bring the whole project up to 
the standard of parkway practice in vogue in other cities as well as 
to the advance made here during the last five years. 

Where possible to eliminate the diagonal crossing of lots it has 
been done, but in some cases, such as where one owner holds several 
lots assessed at the same rate, a diagonal line presents no difficulty 
because the lot lines can be readjusted to the advantage of the owner 
and to suit the changed conditions. There are other cases where 
so small an area is clipped from a lot as to result in no hardship. 

In the following description the adjustment of the taking line as 
affecting certain lots is noted where there seems need for comment, 
such squares and lots, however, as are not mentioned either fall nearly 
all, or wholly, within the taking lines, and therefore need no comment, 

SECTION I— EASBYS POINT TO L STREET. 

Between Easbys Point and G Street there is a width of a little ovei 
193 feet between the east side of Twenty-seventh Street and the ne^ 
bulkhead line; and as there is little or no trace of the existence oi 
Twenty-seventh Street between these two points the usual practice 
pertaining to such projects is adhered to — the taking Unes including 



REPORT ON ROCK CREEK AND POTOMAC PARKWAY, 1916. 41 

this entire width. Such adjustment of jurisdiction would be made in 
relation to the new border roads as necessity might dictate; a policy 
which applies to all roads to be located along the border of the 
parkway. 

Aside from questions of good sense and business judgment in the 
adjustment of the project in relation to the canal and gas company 
problem, there is one of such parkway design as will best serve needa 
of the community. As a matter of practical design the boulevard is 
best carried on the west side of the creek, between I Street and Lyons 
Mill Road, and careful studv fixes the foot of New York Avenue as the 
best place for crossing the new creek bed. From this point the boule- 
vard would be on a causeway between the canal and the creek as far 
as L Street. Allowance for a new creek bed of sufficient capacity to 
carry the maximum flood, and for a minimum width of planting slopes 
between it and the high level border road, fixes the taking line on 
squares 1, west 4, and north 4, and, in fact, at many other points along 
the parkway. 

Square 1. — The taking Une cuts off so small an area of lots 1, 3, and 
4 that there would be no question of injury to the owners; lots 5, 6, 
and 7 being owned by the same parties there should be no question 
as to adjustment at the same price per square foot as though the 
whole were taken, particularly as these lots, considered as a unit, wiU 
certainly be worth more to the owners than is now the case. Lots 
8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 have no buildings on them and are all in one 
ownership, all are taken except one-hau of lot 8, a part of lots 9 and 12 
and a very small fraction of lot 10; the remainder of lots 10 and 12 
combine with lot 13 to the latters very great advantage because it 
makes it a corner lot, while the remnants of lots 8 and 9 together make 
a well-placed and salable lot. Lot 2 is in an estate of the same name 
as that of the owner of lots 3 and 4, and therefore the taking of only 
a small part of the land with the houses in the front should not affect 
the balance of the lot. 

Square west 4, — The minimum Une would cross this block the rem- 
nants of which would be so small that it is much better to take all 
rather than to invite controversy. 

Square 1193, — There are several lots and fractions of lots in square 
1193 which should be purchased in order to effect an exchange with 
the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Co. and there are several other areas in 
this section which would be acquired by exchange with this company 
and with the Washington Gas Light Co. 

Square feet* 
The amount of land to be purchased in Section I under the former plan was. . 377, 009 
Under tlie present plan it is 122, 965 

Difference 254,044 

SECTION n— L STREET TO P STREET. 

Square north 4. — It is best to take a Uttle more land than was 
lown upon the old map in crossing this square so as to provide an 
lequate outlet in case immediate consummation of the deal is not 
iected with the canal company. 

Square 1194' — Lo^ 1> 2, 3, and 4 would be entirely surrounde4 by 
arKway lands because a part of this s(juare is now Government prop- 
ty, as i^ Twenty-eighth Street adjoming, they are also needed to 
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carry out a proper parkway entrance at this point. All .the remain- 
ing lots on tne opposite side of Pennsylvania Avenue are included sa 
as to provide a proper open space at the entrance to the new bridge. 

Square west ^4.— More has teen taken in this square than is neces- 
sary for the parkway because of the diflBculties of dividing the lots 
satisfactorily. There is a brick factory on lots 7, 8, and 9, which 
would have to be taken as a imit, and the lots not needed for actual 
parkway are so small that they should be all taken, that portion of 
the square not actually used as parkway will make a small and at- 
tractive triangle. 

Square 121%, — ^A very considerable portion of this square has been 
taken for a school yard, and as the atea so taken would oe adjacent to- 
the parkway, there is ample justification for crossing the square at 
any convenient angle; undoubtedly all of this square not taken for 
parkway will eventually be added to the school yard. 

Square IS. — Lot 37 is crossed diagonally bv the taking line which 
cuts off about one-half of its two-story brick building; all is taken 
therefore. Lot 38 is covered by a motion-picture house, and as the 
building would practically be destroyed, it would be best to take the 
whole property. Lot 5 is unoccupied, and as there would be a 
desirable lot left, facing the parkway, containing about 6,610 feet, 
with an average depth of 90 feet, there is justification for not taldng 
back of the parkway line. Lot 6 is occupied b v. contractors^ sheds^ 
and as two-tnirds of the lot is needed, it would, be b;est to take all. 
Lot 11 is chpped so sUghtly that there is no reason for taking all, thi» 
appUes to lot 10 also. Lot 9 has nearlv 7,000 feet left, and will be sa 
desirable a comer lot, facing on the N Street Bridge terminus, that 
it is best to leave this to b^ance the comer lot in square 23; there 
are many good comer houses in the city built on lots of less area than 
7,000 feet. Lots 25 and 26 are small and it would be best to take 
them entire. 

Square 1237, — The taking fine crosses a number of small lots facing 
on Twenty-seventh Street, and while there would be enough remaining 
of them, taken collectively, to make a good building site, they are held 
separately, and it would be best, therefore, to take all of those crossed 
by the hne. 

Square 1238. — Only one lot is in question, it is occupied by a wooden 
house which would be purchased and removed, or it could be moved 
onto the remainder of the lot at about the same expense; there is so 
much of the lot left, and it is so well placed, that the owner would be 
better off by selliug only the small portion of land needed. 

Square 23. — Lot 18 is clipped on one comer, as is lot 12. The pro- 
portion taken is so small in comparison to the whole area as to in no 
way take away from its value, especially as this lot would be greatly 
benefited by tne parkway project. 

Square 35. — ^The same taking line is used here as was shown on the 
former map, because the physical conditions make any other solution 
impossible. 

Square ^9. — More is taken here than was the case on the former 
map in order that the retaining-wall problem can be reduced to a 
minimum. Lot 16 is imoccupied, except by a portion of an old stable, 
and the small portion (1,100 feet) taken from its rear in no way 
injures the property; on the contrary, it gives a parkway front to 
wnat would otherwise be back land. Lot 17 is cut across the rear. 



^ 
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but there remains enough back yard, so that the rental value should 
not be lowered; especiafly would this be so when the increased value 
of the property resulting from the parkway is considered. Lot 10 
is occupied by two brick and one wood structures; the latter is taken, 
together with the land upon which it rests. Sufficient ground is left 
behind the brick buildings to make an adequate back yard, and the 
lot as a whole would be benefited by the parkway project. 

Square 1262. — Lots 58 and 59 are held bv the same person, and the 
portion left after the taking would undoubtedly be made, worth 
several times the present value; it is fair to assume, therefore, that 
the owner would not reject a reasonable settlement for the small 
portions needed. 

Square 1263, — The back portions of lots 65 and 66 are in one 
ownership and now make one deep lot facing on Twentv-sixth Street, 
The rear part of this lot will be its best front when tne parkway is 
an assured fact; the small fraction needed should, therefore," be 

f)urchasable ?t the square-foot price of the lot. Lot 78; only a 
Taction equivalent to a piece 20 by 9 feet is needed from the rear, 
and as there would still be 90 feet to the front, there should be no 
question about the fairness of taking a portion only at the square- 
foot value per lot. The remaining lots to the east are not left in so 
good shape, and are, therefore, included within the taking lines. 
Square east 1263, — It is necessary to take all lots within this square. 
Square 48, — Lots 1 and 6 are unoccupied and should be considered 
as one, they, and lots 4 and 5, are now occupied by the Washington 
Riding Club. The riding club building is outside the taking line, as 
is the major portion of lots 1 and 6. As the future value of these 
lots depends, to a considerable degree, on the parkway, the owner 
should he content with the present lot value per square foot for that 
portion taken. 

Square feet« 
The amount of land to be purchased in Section II under the former plan 

was : 1,261,827 

Under the present plan it is 1, 228, 116 

Difference 33,711 

SECTION m— P STREET TO MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE. 

Square ^7. — Lot 2 is all taken and a very small comer clipped from 
lot 1, SO that Florida Avenue may be turned into the entran;»e of the 
proposed new P Street Bridge. 

Square 2510. — Lot 803 — ^that portion containing a garage is not 
needed, and only the vacant land is taken. Lots 33, 34, and 39 are 
clipped on their rears only and still have enough yard room left to 
serve the needs of these small brick houses; 39 is the smallest, being 
but 80 feet deep, but it would have 50 feet left in the rear of the 
house. These houses are comparatively old, and with the parkway 
an accomplished fact their places would undoubtedly be taken by 
houses more suited to the new conditions. 

Square east 1264-— The position of the westerly end of the new 
Street Bridge makes it imperative that more land be taken from 
the street railway property tnan was contemplated on the old plan, 
80 that a border road can connect P Street with this bridge. The 
only way that so much of this additional taking could be avoided 



44 BEPORT ON' ROCK CREEK AND POTOMAC PARKWAY, 1916. 

Would be to take down the wing walls to the bridge and build a 
I'etaining wall north and south From the pedestals supporting the 
buffaloes— an undertaking of considerable cost, and one whose 
results would not present so good an appearance as would the method 
contemplated. On the north of Q Street only enough is taken to 
get a park entrance. 

Square 2507. — Oi^Y enough is taken from the rear of some of the 
lots facing Sheridan Circle to make possible an alley connecting with 
that in the rear of the Massachusetts Avenue lots. The taking line 
corresponds with that on the old map up to square 2500, with the 
exception of a small comer of parcel 51/3 and the area formerly pro- 
posed as an entrance to the R and S Streets Bridge. 

Square 2600, — Fourteen whole lots and the major portion of seven 
others are omitted from this taking, because they lie in such a posi- 
tion and at such a level as to make them of more value for building 
{mrposes than as a part of. the parkway. It is necessary to take the 
ront of lots 23 to 29 so as to carry the border road to Massachusetts 
Avenue without further fill into the valley ; there are some particularly 
fine trees which could and should be saved at this point. 

No part of Oak Hill Cemetery is indicated to be taken because 
nothing was to be gained by so doing; the green hillside of the 
cemetery adjoins the stream and presents a much better appearance 
in its present condition than would be the case if it were broken by a 
roadway. There should, however, be an agreement with the cemetery 
authorities in regard to protecting the trees along their side of the 
stream; these trees help to make a very beautiful effect. (See photo 
from Lyons Mill Bridge.) 

Parcels 52/20, 52/21,, and 52/22 should be taken as a whole. They 
cover the small run between Lovers Lane and Montrose Park and 
make possible a fine and very necessary parkway entrance. Parcel 
39/5 is clipped a few feet to make the border road less in cut and fill 
and to maKe more nearly conform to the boulevard location. A 
reverse curve is desirable^ at its Massachusetts end so that W street 
and the border roads can be brought together more harmoniously 
at that point. 

Montrose Park indicated as to be taken on the former plan is now 
the property of the Government. 

Square feet. 
The amount of land in Section III to be purchased under the former plan 

was 2,490,733 

Under the present plan it is 1, 443, 065 

Difference 47,668 

SECTIONS IV AND V— MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE TO THE ZOOLOGICAL PARK. 

Square 2501. — ^Lots 3 to 10, inclusive, are held in the same name* 
and if lots 3, 4, and 5 are cut diagonally it matters little, because lot 
&, with tlie remnants of 3 and 4, form a very fine lot; on the ofche* 
hand, if lot 3 was all taken there would be a triangular waste plac< 
left between the road and the back of lot 20 which would be sure t( 
become unsightly. Lots 21, 22, and 23 are in the same ownership, 
the remnants 21 and 22 combined make a fine comer lot of abouf 
7,125 square feet. 

From this point the line is the same as on the map of May 17, 1911 
nd follows Belmont Road nearly as far as Coimecticut Avenue Bridge 



--^ 
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On the opposite side of the valley Rock Creek Drive is built and 
accepted oetween Massachusetts Avenue and Twenty-eighth Street 
as projected; the line follows along the parkside of this drive as on the 
former plan. From Twenty-eighth Street it swings northerly and 
westeriy throu^ the property of a land company now in the hands 
of receivers. The lot lines have no meaning on this area, having 
been perpetuated by the assessors for purposes of record only. The 
taking Une follows curves suited to fit the ground and present the 
best finished appearance. Where the taking line crosses square 2201 
there would be an important park entrance and as this square is low 
and without important trees it could be used as a diunp until filled to 
the required level. There would be a considerable saving of land to 
be taken by the readjustment of the line at this point over that indi- 
cated on the former plan. 

There are several areas which could be included if a larger and more 
comprehensive park were desired, rather than a mere parkway. 
While such further takings are not included in the scope of this inves- 
tigation it would not be amiss to mention one area in particular — that 
bounded by the north side of Rock Creek Drive, Connecticut Avenue, 
Calvert Street, and Massachusetts Avenue. The Government alreadv 
controls considerable land within this area. Addition to these hold- 
ings would round out this tract, thus connecting the Rock Creek Park- 
way with the Naval Observatory Circle. 

Between Connecticut Avenue and Calvert Street Bridges there is 
very little to be purchased, most of this area having been acquired 
some time ago. 

Square 2202, — Should be purchased so as to keep any more build- 
ings from crowding into the narrow space between the entrances to 
the two bridges. 

Square 2S43. — That portion of the square under consideration is 
unoccupied, and as all the lots taken are owned by one person and 
assessed at one price no attention need be paid to lot lines — they can 
be readily readjusted. 

Square J^e?^^.— Lots 822, 823, 824, 33, 34, and 35 are owned by the 
same person; the same remarks apply, therefore, as to the preceding 
block. 

' Square feet« 

The amount of land to be purchased in Section IV and V under the former 

plan was 1,860,012 

Under the present plan it is 1, 319, 673 

Difference.. 540, 340 

SUMMARY. 

The amount of land to be purchased under the present plan, as 
compared with the plan of May 17, 1911, is here shown: 



i ionl 

i tionll 

i tlonm 

I tionsIVandV 

Total 



Present 
plan. 



Squarefeet. 

122,965 

1,228,116 

1,445,065 

1,319,672 



4,113,818 



Former 
plan. 



Squarefeet. 

377,009 

1,261,827 

2,490,733 

1,860,012 



6,989,681 
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A differance in land to be purchased at the present time of 1,875,763 
square feet. 

The full assessed value of the land contemplated for purchase 
under the present plan, as compared with the plan of May 17, 1911, 
is as follows: 



Section! 

Section II 

Section III 

Sections IV and V, 

TotaL 



Present 
plan. 



167,667 
476,348 
333,604 
545,074 



1,422,603 



Former 
plan. 



1400,472 
860,351 

1,061,386 
465,000 



2,796,209 



For further and detailed statement of tha areas involved see 
Appendix I for the lots to be purchased and Appendices E and. F 
for those to be exchanged. 

The Government now owns about 2,881,674 square feet of land 
within these taking lines, which, added to the above required areas, 
would make the parkway one of about 162 acres. 



APPENDIX L 



Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 

and values of the property to be taken. 

(Arranged by sections and sauares Snd described in Appendix H. Section I, Easbys Point to L Street; 
Section II, L Street to P Street; Section III, P Street to Massachusetts Avenue; Sections IV and V^ 
Massachusetts Avenue to the Zoological Park.] 



Lot 
No. 



1 
2 

3 
4 
5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 



Assessed to— 



Section I— Easbys 
Point to L Street. 

Square 1. ■ 



John Davis 

Wm. Davis estate. . . 



John Davis 

do 

Geo. M., Saml. T., 

and Wm. J. Knott. 

.....do 



.do. 



Andrew and J. W. 

Frey. 
do 



.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 



Total, 



Data from assessor's office. 



Square 
feet as- 
sessed. 



2,126 
7,691 

6,747 
6,747 
9,914 

8,331 

4,166 
4,166 

7,668 
6,264 
5,508 
4,050 
4,446 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



10.45 
.20 

.20 
.20 
.20 

.21 

.20 
.20 

.20 
.20 
.20 
.30 
.25 



Land. 



$957 
1,538 

1,349 
1,349 
1,983 

1,666 

833 
833 

1,634 
1,253 
1,102 
1,215 
1,112 



Im- 

pro\t!- 
ments. 



$1,700 
3,000 

400 



1,500 



Total. 



$2,657 
4,538 

7,147 
1,319 
1,983 

9,831 

4,166 
4,166 

7,668 
1,253 
1,102 
1,215 
1,112 



Property taken. 



Ap- 
proxi- 
mate 
square 
feet. 



187 
2,563 

50 

100 

4,957 

4,250 

1,528 
705 

3,780 
4,320 
6,133 
4,050 
2,486 

34,109 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



$84 
3,512 

10 

20 

991 

2,392 

305 
341 

766 

864 

1,027 

1,215 

621 



At 
fuU 
legal 
valua- 
tion. 



Remarks. 



$126 
5,268 

15 

30 

1,486 

3,588 

457 
611 

1,134 
1,296 
1,540 
1,822 
931 

18,204 



Part. 

Part and 
' building. 
Part. 

Do. 

Do. 

Part and 
building. 

Part. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
All. 
Part. 



J 



BEPORT ON BOCK CBEEK AND POTOMAC PABKWAY, 1916. 47 

Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment ratet, 
and values of the property to be taken — Continued. 





% 

Asnessed to— 


Data from assessor's office. 


Property taken. 




Lot 
No 


Square 
feet as- 
sessed. 


At two-thirds valuati3n. 


Ap- 
proxi- 
mate 
square 
feet. 


At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 


At 
full 
legal 
valua- 
tion. 


Remarks. 




Rate. 


Land. 


Tm- 
prove- 
ments. 


Total. 


^ 


2 


Section I— Easbts 
Point TO L Street 
— Continued. 

/ Square 2. 

[Balance of lots are on 
exchange list.] 

Firman R. Homer. . . 

SqwLTt S. 

[Lots in. this square 
on exchange list.] ~ 

Squuure west 4' 

[Other lots are on ex- 
change list.] 

John 0. Evans et al. . 
Jno. McL. Dodson 

and Catherine W. 

.Godey. 
do 


7,797 


10.75 


45,848 




S5,848 


7,797 


15,848 


18,772 


• 

All. 


12 

7 

8 


18,771 
3,548 

4,672 
2,782 
4,042 

7,049 
2,200 
1,200 
1,500 
990 
1,237 
2,400 
1,775 
1,251 


.20 
.15 

.12 
.20 
.20 

.15 
.15 
.15 
.20 
.15 
.20 
.25 
.20 
.45 


3,754 
532 

561 
557 

808 

1,057 
330 
180 
300 
149 
247 
600 
355 
563 


$3,500 

'"*466 
400 

600 

"'"soo 
'""sob 

""566 
600 


7,254 
532 

561 

957 

1,208 

1,657 
330 
180 
800 
149 
747 
600 
855 

1,163 


18,771 
3,548 

4,672 
2,782 
4,042 

7,049 
2,200 
1,200 
1,500 
990 
1,237 
2,400 
1,775 
1,251 


7,254 
532 

561 

957 

1,208 

1,657 
330 
180 
800 
149 
747 
600 
855 

1,163 


10,881 
798 

841 
1,435 
1,812 

2,485 
495 
270 

1,200 
223 

1,120 
900 

1,282 

1,744 


Do. 
Do. 

Do. 


2 
9 

10 


Frank Rupert 

J. McL. Dodson and 

Catherine W. 

Godey. 


Do. 
Do. 

Do. 


11 
11 


F. P. Hackbory 

do 


Do. 


2 


do 


Do. 


11 


do 


Do. 


1 


do 


Do. 


11 
1 


Chas. Jacobson 

do 


.Do. 
Do. 


1 


M.Cady 


Da 




Total 
















53,417 




25,486 






Square 119S. 

[Other lots are on ex- 
change list.] 

John D. W. Moon 

John Davis 














6 
11 


* 

6,642 
2,660 
4,800 
4^700 
3,020 
1,940 
260 
1,320 
2,300 


.35 
.35 
.35 
.35 
.35 
.35 
.45 
.50 
.35 


2,325 
931 

1,080 
1,645 
1,067 
679 
117 
660 
805 


....... 

....... 


2,325 
931 

1,080 
1,645 
1,057 
679 
117 
660 
805 


6,642 
2,660 
4,800 
4,700 
3,020 
1,940 
260 
1,320 
2,300 


2,325 

931 

1,680 

1,645 

1,057 

679 

117 

660 

805 


3,487 
1,396 
2,520 
2,467 
1,586 
1,018 
175 
990 
1,207 


Do. 
Do. 


20 


do 


Do. 


21 


do 


Do. 


22 


do 


Do. 


13 


do 


Do. 


44 


do. 


Do. 


44 

iOl 


Frank T. Rawlins.... 
John Davis 


Do. 
Do. 




Total 
















27,642 




15,205 


, 




Total for Sec- 
tion I. 

Section II— L Street 
TO P Street. 

Square North 4. 

Catherine O'Connor.. 
Dennis Connor 


























122,965 




67,667 


















1 

1 

] 


1,014 
3,427 
1,588 
1,138 


.70 
.60 
.60 
.65 


710 

2,056 

953 

740 


800 
2,000 


710 
2,856 
2,963 

740 


1,014 
3,427 
1,588 
1,138 


710 
2,856 
2,953 

740 


1,066 
4,284 
4,429 
1,110 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


1 


Catherine O'Connor. . 


Do. 
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Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 
and values of the property to be taken — Continued. 



Lot 

No. 



20 

21 
22 
23 



2 

3 
4 

7 

8 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

14 



5 
6 
8 

9 
10 

11 
11 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
37 
38 



Assessed to— 



Data from assessor's office. 



Square 
feet as- 
sessed. 



Section II— L Street 
TO P Street— Con. 

Square North 4— Con. 

James Aloysius Tum- 
ulty. 

do 

do 

do 



Total. 



Square 1194. 

[Other lots on exchange 
list.] 

Benj. F. Leigh ton and 
Eiarry W. Dowling, 
trustees. 

do 

do 

do 

R. Henry Phillips . . 

do 

Michael Moran 

Susie E. Schafer 

do 

do 

do 

William T. Lawton.. 

Church of the Cove- 
nant. 

do 



Total. 



Sfuare IS. 

Michael S. Cady, 
Julia A. Cady. 

do 

Dennis Connor 

George Washington 
Umversitv. 

Albert F. McDowell., 

George Washington 
Uiuversity. 

EliasTravers 

Sarah £. Jones 

Samuel Bensinger 

do 

Edwin D. Flathers... 

do 

Charles H. Stanley. . . 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Robt. A. Phillips.... 

Chas. H. Stanley 

do .\. 

do 

do 

Joseph I. Leary 



I 



Total. 



2,240 

2,240 
2,240 
6,153 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



to. 50 

.50 
.50 
.55 



3,188 



2,198 
1,510 
824 
1,643 
2,408 
1,017 
2,080 
2,245 
1,762 
1,766 
8,538 
2,700 

1,738 



.35 



.35 
.35 
.35 
.15 

.50 
.35 
.40 
.40 
.40 
.40 
.40 
.50 

.75 



6,540 .15 



5,270 
13,080 
25,651 

11,090 
11,090 

7,492 
7,468 
l,600l 
1,600, 
1,600, 
1,600 
1,600 
1,600, 
1,600 
1,600, 
1,600 
l,600i 
1,600 
1.600 
1,600 
1,600 
1,6001 
1,600, 
1,600 
5,500 



Land. 



$1,120 

1,126 
1,120 
3,384 



1,116 



769 

529 

288 

246 

1,204 

356 

832 

898 

705 

706 

3,815 

1,350 

1,304 



981 



.25 1,318 
.10, 1,306 
.10 2,565 



Im- 
prove- 
ments 



12,500 

2,500 

2,500 

200 



400 
'2,966 



1,200 
1,200 
1,200 
1,200 
12,000 



16,000 



100 



.25 
.20 



2,773 
2,218 



.20 1, 

.20 1, 

.051 

.05' 

.05 

.05 

.05| 

.051 

.05 

.05 

.05 

.05 

.05 

.05 

.05 

.05 

.05 

.as 

.60 
.30 1, 



498 
494 
80 
80 
SO 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
960 
660 



1,600 



Total. 



3,500 
3,500 



S3, 620 

3,620 
3,020 
3; 584 



1, 116 



769 

629 

688 

246 

3,204 

356 

2,032 

2,098 

1,905 

1,906 

15,815 

1,350 

17,304 



Property taken. 



proxi- 
mate 

square 
feet. 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



981 

1,318 
1,408 
2,565 

2,773 
2,218 

1,498 
3,094 
80 
80 
80 
80 
8O; 
80| 
80, 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
4,460 
5,150 



2,240 

2,240 
2,240 
2,816 



13,620 

3,620 
3,620 
1,548 



16, 7031 



3,188 



2,198 
1,510 
824 
l,r4.3 
2,408 
1,017 
2,080 
2,245 
1,762 
1,766 
8,538 
2,700 

1,738 



33,617 



1,116 



769 

52^ 

J688 

246 

3,204 

356 

2,032 

2,098 

1,905 

1,906 

15,815 

1,350 

17,304 



3,200 

2,40o' 
13,080 
25,651 

4, 152; 

400| 

I 

900' 

2251 

i,6oo; 

1,600' 
1,600, 
1,600 
1,6001 
1,600, 
1,600 
1,6001 
1,600 
1,600, 
1,600 
1,600 
l,600i 
l,600i 
1,600' 
1,600 
1,600 
5,500 

82,708 



480 

600 
1,308 
2,565 

1,038 
80 

180 
45 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
4,460 
5,150 



At 

fuU 

legal 

valua- 

tijn. 



S5,430 

5,430 
5,430 
2,322 



29,500 



1,674 



1,153 

793 

1,032 

369 

4,806 

534 

3,048 

3,147 

2,857 

2,859 

23,722 

2,025 

25,956 



73,975 



720 

900 
1,962 
3,847 

1^557 
120 

270 

67 

120 

120 

120 

120 

120 

120 

" 120 

120 

120 

120 

120 

120 

.120 

120 

120 

120 

6,600 

7,725 

25,778 



Remaikg. 



All. 

Do. 

Do. 

Part. 



AIL 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 



Part. 

Do. 
All. 
Do. 

Part. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
All. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Bo. 
Do. 
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Hailed table* showing names of owner e^ location^ areas, assessment rates, 
and values of the property to be to Jirenr- Continued. 



is 



K 



8 

9 

10 

1 

1 
4 

5 
6 
7 



AsBessedto— 



Data from nwMwnr'g offioa. 



Square 
feetafr- 



SscnoK II— L Street 
TO P Street— Con. 

Square West 15. 

Frank E. Padgett 

do 



Total 

Square West 14^ 



Bridget O'Leary 

John W. Pilling 

John D. Graham 

Edwin B. Terry 

National Capital 

Brewing Co. (Inc.) 

I John W. PlUinjg 

Sarah Burnstein 

John W. Pilling 

Robert Seltman 

LettieF. Mclntire... 

....do 

Thos. E. Waggaman. 

trustee estate oi 

John Lenthall. 

John D. Qraham 

....do 

Lewis W. Harrington 
Charlotte Temple 

Cumberland. 

John W. Pilling 

George E. WriMit 

John F. Meenenan. . . 
Mary P. M>-nsbridgo. 
John Graham 



Total , 

Square WetttS. 

Charles Mennuect 

George Washington 

XJnivwsity. 
Maggie Burgdorf 



Total 

Square S3. 

Mary M., M. L. and 
F. Eaton. 

Woodbury Blair and 
National SaflB De- 
posit Savings Trust 
Co. 

Mary M., M. L., and 
F.' Eaton. 

George Washington 
Umversitv. 

Mary Ord Preston 

Louise Eastis Hitch- 
cock. 

Mary M., M. L., and 
F. Eaton. 

Daniti Lougliran 

Henry C. Coburn 



Total. 



At two^hirda ^nilQalloii. 



Rate. 



6,160 SOl 15 
11,505, .15 



Land. 



$774 
1,726 



1,342 

592 

261 

6,656 

511' 

I 

433 
6,786 
1,223 

822 
1,150 
1,329 

149 



1,741 
1,162 
1,642 
1,409 



Dn- 
pcove- 
ments. 



ToftaL 



$774 

1,726 



Property taken. 



Ap- 
proxi- 
mate 
sauare 

feet. 



6,160 

11,505 



.50 671 1200 871 

.50 296 1 296 

.60 157'.; I 157 

.60 3,9941 8,000 11,094 



16,665 



.60 



307 



.50 217 
.30 1,736 
.50 612 



500 

I 
200i 
200 



.60 
.50 
.50 
.50 



.75 
.75 
.50 
.70 



493 

576 

665 

75 



1,306 
872 
821 
9861 



1,599 1.00 1,599 

1,330 .70 931 

1,460 .70 1,022 

369 . 75 277 

1,0S0 .75 810^ 



400 
400 
400 



8,000 

'i'eoo 

600 

I 

800 
600. 
600 
100; 



18,400 
17,810 

7,150 



10,758 
14, 718 

14, 718 

30,661 

30,551 
14, 718 

14, 718 

10, 758 
24,620 



.15 

.10 

.05 



.15 
.10 

.10 

.10 

.10 
.10 



.15 

.15 



2,760 
1,781 

358 



1,614 
1,472 

1,472 

3,055 

3, a55i 
1,472 



.10 1,472 



1,614 
4,904 



807 

417 

1,036 

612 

803 

075 

1,065 

75 



9,306 

872 

2,421 

1,686 

2,399' 
1,831 
1,622 

377; 

810 



At 

two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



$774 
1,726 



1,342 
592 
261 

6,656 
511 

433 
6,786 
1,223 

822 
1,150 
1,329| 

149 



1,741 
1,162 
1,642 
1.409 

1,699 
1,330 
1,400 
369 
1,080 



871 
296 
157 
11,994, 
807 

417 

1,936 

612 

893 

975 

1,065 

75 



9,306 

872 

2,421 

1,586 

2,399 

1,631 

1,622 

377 

810 



2,760 
1,781 

368 



1,614 
1,472 

1,472 

3,055 

3,055 
1,472 

1,472 

1,014 
4,904 



32,646' 



18,400 
17, 810 

7,150 



43,360 



10, 758 
14, 718 

14,718 

30,551 

30,551 
14, 718 

14, 718 

405 
3,600 



134, 737 



2.760 
1,781 

368 



1,614 

a 

1,472 

1,472 

3,055 

3,055 
1,472 

1,472 

60 
540 



At 
full 
legal 
valua- 
tion. 



$1,161 
2,589 



Renutfka. 



AH. 
Do. 



3,760 



1,306 

444, 

235, 

17,991 

1,210 

625^ 
2,904 

918r 
1,339 
1,462 
1,597! 

113< 



13,959 
1.308 
3,631 
2,379 

3,598 
2,296 
2,433 
565 
1,215 

61,527 



4,140 
2,671 

537 



7,348 



2,421 
3,208 

2,206 

4,682 

4,582 
2,208 

2,208 

90 
SlOi 



21,317 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 

Do. 

Do. 



Do. 
Do. 

Dir. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Part. 
Do. 



n. Doc. 1114, 64-1- 
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No. 


A™„^ 


S 












a 


tlon. 




Bat*. 


I^nd. 


Im- 


TotaL 


xr 




• 


lot. N. WKfltOdJr., 
(Wd,Jr trnsUB. " 

J«sseW. RairlMa... 
JuiiiHB,C«bb».-.. 


. W,9T8 

10, «n 

i 

i;mi 

l.'3«l 

i,aea 
1> 


•0.11 

:i; 

1 
1 

ill 


M.JIT 

4tl 

,,s 

131 

a 
ir. 

m 


'ii.'sn 
,001 

,801 
,800 

1,800 

■■i;86o 


•1,«17 

9a 

3,072 

2,W. 


6.233 

^301 

,381 
,361 

;38l 


ll,S17 


•i,m 

1,488 
1,862 
3,333 
3; 833 

Is 

3,101 

3)101 

776 

3,108 


AU. 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

S: 


38 


A«iMaa Woolurnnith 
Susan W.Bwlav.... 

:::::S: :::::: 


Do. 

S: 

Da. 

Do. 

K: 

Do. 














83,321 




36,466 






do 














I 
3 


7,«» 

1961 
a.660 


.80 

:jj 

.IS 


8,000 

7* 

6,(06 




6,000 

5,625 


4,81! 

1,550 
t.UO 

*■« 

1,150 


3,754 
938 


5,831 
671 

1,407 


Part. 
AIL 


S 


"StC"* 


Part. 




Totti 
















ie,iK 




10,023 






Ctcllb Howard. 

JiOk Francois Ow. 

Bachtl Ef'Schnltd* 
andMatUIdBTrtd- 

Chia-W.Bolaai.... 














10 

IS 
17 


10,900 

10, t» 
B,8SB 


.a 

'.X 


1,981 

All 

1,000 
1,386 

3.971 

i,ati 

1,930 


■■3,060 

»,900 

300 

6,000 


1,981 

US 

915 

e,9n 

6,010 
6,930 


» 
'!;S 

1,«1 

1,100 
86( 


1,988 
1,830 

S 
i;S 

960 

40G 
826 


1,636 
6,032 

742 
437 


Do. 

Do. 
Do, 

Do. 
Do. 

Part. 
D*. 














«,73» 




I7.16B 






FBtacI. MolDU™.... 
E^ B. and Sarah 
B. Murphj. 














80O 

B12 


11,110 
2; 061 


■s 


'■g 

3oe 

3t6 


3a 


J;S 


'tffi 


248 


361 


All. 




T«L 


Do. 














ai.i8i 




«.sw 
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Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 
and values of the property to be taken — Continued. 



Lot 

Ko. 



21 
22 
23 
24 



36 

36 
37 
37 

37 
37 

38 
38 
38 
38 
47 
48 
48 
50 
51 
52 
54 
53 
36 



08 
09 
09 
100 
100 
101 
102 
105 
106 
107 
108 



106 
109 
109 
110 

111 
112 
113 
114 
115 

116 
117 
118 



Assessed to— 



Section II — L Street 
TO P Street— C on. 

Square 1916. 



LouU F. Detrlck. 

do 

do 

....do 



Total. 



Square 1917. 

Z. Deminien Blaki- 
stone 

Annie E. Jacobs 

do../ 

Geo. and Annie E. 
Jacobs 

Jacob Ramsburg 

George vV. Cabaniss.. 

do 

do 

do 

Jacob Ramsburg 

Z. D. Blakistone....; 

.....do 

do... 

Stella M. Vale 

do 

Z. B. Blaldstone 

do.... 

Elizabeth Blakistone. 

Jacob Ramsburg 



Total. 



Square liS7. 

Louisa Goings 

Walter H. Henderson 

Louisa Goings 

Charles Lawson 

James F. Bundy 

Joseph N. Lawson. . . 

Maria Clark 

Sarah Carter 

Fenton Cook 

Henry C. Winship . . . 
Matilda Parson. Sara 

Johnson, and Laura 

M. LockwooJ 

Ella U. Carroll 

Chas. Link ins Bros... 

Albert Scott 

Chas. Ltnkins Bros. 

etal 

Chas. Linkins Bros... 

do 

Geo. W. Linkins 

Walter Henderson. . . 
Chas. Linkins and 

others 

do 

do 

do 



Total. 



Data from assessor's office. 



Square 

feot as- 
sessed. 



2,996 
4,454 
6,912 
7,679 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



{0.15 

.15 
.15 
.15 



463 
3,900 
1,800 

3,750 
4,781 
2,850 
900 
3,750 
3,750 
6,034 
11,067 
1,080 
1,080 
1,0S0 
1,080 
1,080 
1,080 
1,030 
1,523 



Land. 



$449 

6<)8 

kS7 

1,152 



.20 

.20 
.20 

.20! 
.15 

• 2o; 

.20 
.20 
.2o{ 

.151 
.151 
.25, 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20, 
.20 
.20 
.15 



Im- 
prove- 
meots. 



\ 



93 

780' 
360 
I 
7501 
717; 
570 
180' 
750 
938 
755 
,660 
270 
216 
216 
216 
216 
216 
216 
228 



tsoo 



100 



1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 



Total. 



14^19 

6fi8 

8s; 

1,152 



3,150 
1,500 
1,500 
1,500 
1,500 
3,000 
3,000 
2,746; 
3,395 
3,396 



1,698 
1,698 
1,132 
2,263 

3,395 
3,395; 
6,259 
3,445 
3,445' 
I 
3,445 
3,445 
3,445 
4,638 



.30 
.20 
.20 
.20 

•20, 
.20 
.20 
.15 
.16 
.15 



.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 

.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 

.15 
.15 
.16 
.15 



600 



945 
300 

300 

300 

300 200 

600 

600 

412 100 



03 

1,080 

360 

850 

717 

670 

180 

• 750 

938 

755 

1,660 

1,270 

1,216 

1,216 

1,216 

1,216 

1,216 

1,216 

228 



Property taken. 



Ap- 
proxi- 
mate 
square 

feet. 



2,995 

4,454 
6,912 
7,679 



21,040 



509 
609 



100 



255 100 
255 700 
170'.... 
339 



509 
509 
939 
617 
617 

517 

517 

.517 

696 



1,445 
300 
300 
300 
500 
XOO 
600 
512 
609 
509 



355 
955 
170 
339 

509 
509 
939 
617 
617 

517 
617 
617 
696 



463 
3,900 
1,800 

3,750 
4,781 
2,860 
900 
3,750 
3,750 
5,034 
11,067 
1,080 
1,080 
1,080 
1,080 
1,080 
1,080 
1,080 
1,523 



51,128 



3,150 
1,500 
1,500 
1,500 
1,500 
3,000 
3,000 
2,745 
3,395 
3,395 



1,698 
1,698 
1,132 
2,263 

3,395 
3,395 
6,259 
3,445 
3,445 

3,445 
3,445 
3,445 
4,638 

66,388 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



$449 

668 

887 

1,152 



At 
full 
legal 
valua- 
tion. 



03 

1,060 

360 

85o' 

717 

670 

180 

750 

038; 

755 

1,660 

1.270, 

1,216 

1,2161 

1,216 

1,216 

1,216 

1,216 

228; 



1,445 
300 
300 
300 
500 
600 
600 
512 
609 
509 



366 
965 
170 
339 

609 
609 
939 
517 
517 



517 
517 
517 
696 



1673 
1,002 
1,330 
1,728 



4,733 



139 

1,620 

640 

1,276 
1,075! 
866{ 
270 
1,125 
1,407 
1,132 
2,490 
1,905 
1,824 
1,824 
1,824 
1,824 
1,824 
1,824 
324 



25,101 



2,168 
4601 
4601 
450 
760 
900 
000 
768 
013 
763 



632 

1,432 

265 

608 

763 
763 
1,408 
775 
775 

775 

776 

776 

1,044 



RemarlvS. 



All. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



19,092, 
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Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 
and values of the property to be taken— Continned. 



Lot 
No. 



Pt. 
Pt. 
Pt. 
Pt. 



58 
59 



.65 
65 
65 
65 
65 
65 
66 

66 

67 
68 
72 

78 

79 
80 



Assessed to — 



Data from assessor's office. 



Square 
feet as- 
sessed. 



Section II— L Street 
TO P Street— Con. 

Square itS8. ^ 

Harry 0. Winship 

'.\'.''Ao.'."'.V.'.\\\\'.\'.'. 

William Britt 



Total. 



Square 126i. 

EdwarflJ. White. 
do 



Total. 



Square liBS^ 

Harry U. Bell 

Geo. W. Ray 

Elsy Ciirtis 

Samuel 1. Master 

Harry U. Bell 

Alice Slater Kehor. . . 
Amiie Lynch and 

others. 
Michael O. Hanlon. . . 

Henrv M. Baker 

do , 

Mary A. Watkins 

Leroy and ' Emma 

Veney. 

Yeta Scott 

Celetina Mussante.. . . 



Total. 



Square East 126S. 

800 John Bullitt 

4 Margaret B . B urns . . . 

5 Hannah Beason 

6 James A. Brown 

7 Geo. Washington 

8 Josephine Caselear. . . 

9 f Virginia Norris Blck- 
ley. 

10 Fannie Norris 

}J kharles J. Walker.... 

13 Washington Ry. & 

Electric Co. 

14 do 

15 do 

16 do 

17 do 

18 do 

19 do..* 

20 do 

21 do 

22 do 

23 Albert Dorsey 

24 Geo. W.Ray 

25 do 

25 Josephine Maim 

26 Geo. W.Ray 

27 Frank Scheer 

28 do 

29 JohnGilhuly 

30 Henry M. Baker. .-. . . 

31 Mary R. Horigan . . . . 



7,320 

4,70i 

82,560 

3,600 



4,920 
'3,6M0 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



SO. 15 
.15 
.15 
.15 



Land. 



Im- 

prove- 

ments. 



SI, 098 
706 

12, 384 1 
540 



S400 



Total. 



3,000, 
500 



SI. 498 

706 

15,384 

1,040 



Prof)€rty taken. 



Ap- 

proxi- 
mate 

souare 
feet. 



7,320 

4,701 

82,56»V 

220 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



SI, 498 

70() 

I 15,384 

533 



At 
full 
legal 
valua- 
tion. 



94,804 



.10 

.lo; 



492 
15] 



300 



492 
451' 



315 
1,824 



2, 139 



1,150, 
828' 
126! 
420 
6^8i 
518 

3,680, 

I 

1,840| 
5,520 
5,640 
3,925 
1,'829 

1,797 
2,478 



.10 
101 
.10. 
.10' 
.10 
.15' 
.10 

.10 
.101 
.10 
.20 
.20 

.20 
.20 



115 
83'. 
13; 
42, 

641 
78, 
368 



5,101 
2,243 
2,219 
2,197 
2,174 
2,150 
2,128 

2,013 
2,987 
1,425 

1,234 

1,044 

854 

665 

475! 

285, 

2,550 

2,550 

2,550 

2,550 

2,550 

1,190 

1,360 

2,550 

2,550 

2,890 

2,890 

917 

4,022 



184 
552 
564 
385 
366 

359 
496 



700 
300 

300 
700 



115; 
83' 
13 
42 
64 
78 

368 

184 
552 
5641 
1,08.5! 
666 

I 

6.'59 

1,196' 



1,150 
828 
126 
420 
638 
518 

3,680 

420 

5,520 

6,640 

1,925 

180 

1.797 
2,478 



26,320 



.10 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 

.20 
.20 

.lOj 

.10 
.10 
.10' 
.10 
.101 

.lo; 

.101 

.lo; 

.10, 
.10 

.lo! 

.10, 
.10 
.10 
.10 
.10, 
.101 
.30 
.20 



510 
449 
444 
439 
435 
430 
426 

403 
697 
143 

123 

104 

85 

67 

48 

29 

255 

255 

255 

255 

255 

119 

136 

255 

255 

289 

289 

275 

804 



200 

1,000| 

500 

400 



900j 

1,300 
600 



200 
200 
100 
100 



400 
400 
200 



2,300 



510 
649 

1,444 
939 
835 
430 

1,326 

1,703 

1,197 

143 

123 

104 

85 

67 

48 

29 

255 

255 

255 

455 

455 

219 

236 

255 

655 

689 

489 

275 

3,104 



31 
182' 



115 
83; 
13 
42 
64! 
78 

368, 

I 

42I 

652' 

564; 

1,085 

36 

659 
1,196 



5,101 
2,243 
2,219 
2,197 
2,174 
2,150 
2,128 

2,013 
2,987 
1.425 

1,234 

1,044; 

854 

665 

475 

285 

2,550, 

2,550 

2,550 

2,550' 

2,550, 

1,190 

1,360 

2,550, 

2,550l 

2,890 

2,890 

917 

4,022 



510 
649 

1,440 
939 
835 
430 

1,326 

1,703 

1,197 

143 

123 

104 

85 

67 

48 

29 

255' 

255 

255 

455 

455 

219 

236 

255 

655| 

689 

489 

275 

3,104 



Remarks. 



S2,247 All. 
1,059 Do. 
23,076 Do. 
799^ Part and 
house. 



27.181 



47 
273 



320 



19 

63 

96 

117 

552 

63 

828 

. 846 

1,627 

54 



1,794 



7,338 



765 

973 

2,160 

1,408. 

1,252 

645 

1,989 

I 

2,564| 

1,795 

214 

184 
156 
127, 
100 
72 
43 
382 
382 
382 
682 
682 
328 
3541 
382! 
982 

1,033, 
733 
412 

4,656! 



Part. 
Do. 



172 AU. 
124 Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Part. 
All. 

Do. 

Do. 
r Part. 



983 AU. 



Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



REPORT ON ROCK CREEK AND POTOMAC PARKWAY, 1916. 53 

Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 
and values of the property to be taken — Continued. 



Lot 
lo. 



•^2 



o: 
33 
34 
Pt. 
60 

60 

Pt. 
Pt. 
Pt. 
Pt. 



900 

803 

804 

20 



20 
21 



23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 



Data from assflssmr's office. 



Asses ed to— 



' ,S(iiiare 
' feet as- 
I sessed. 



Section II— L Stbeet i 
TO V Street— €on. 

Square East leeS—Coa. 

Mary R. Horigan 

Francis C. Horigan.. . 
William D. Horigan.. 
J. Ordman Wilson . . . 
David J. and Ella F. 

Cotton. 
Geo. D. Quacken- 

hush. 
TillieM. Scbofield... 
liary Ord Preston . . . 

Henry M. Baker 

Eliza H.Riggs 



Total. 



Total for Sec- 
tion II. 

Section III— P 
Street to Massa- 
chusetts Avenue. 

Square 47. 

Marv Ord Preston . . . 

do 



Totd. 



S^are BaH IMJ^. 

John C. Bullitt 

do 

do 

Washington Ry. and 
Electric Co. 



.do. 



Washington Ry. and 
, Electric Co. (brick 

building partly on 

portion of 21 taken. 

estimated ai 

$10,000). 



Total. 



Square 1989. 

Land between Mount 
Zion Cemetery and 
Rock Creek. 

Square $600. 

Chas. C. Glover 

...do 



.do. 
.do, 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 



Gertrude M. Hubbard 
do 



.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 



Total. 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



l,32i: 
1,334 
1,561; 
640 
1,650 

1,510 

236 

110,235 

148.290 

1,240 



$0.20 
.20 
.20 
.30 
.20 

.20 

.10 
.10 
.20 
.30 



7,189 
6,425 



1.10 
.601 



Land. 



$264 
267 
312 
192 
330 

203 

24 
11,024 

29,658 
272 



Im- 

prave- 
mcnts. 



S700 
700 
700 
500 
500 

300 



Total. 



Property taken. 



Ap- 
prori- 

mate 
square 

^et. 



300 

i,666 



S964 

967 

1,012 

692 

830 

602 

24 

11,324 

29,658 

1,272 



At 

two- 

tbirds 

.valua- 

tk>n. 



1,321 
1,3'M 
1,561 
640 
1,650 

1,510 



$964 

967 

1,012 

692 

830 

602 



At 

full 

le?al 

vsUua- 

tion. 



24 
, 11.324 



236 
110. 2:^5 

148,290' 29,658 
1,240 1,272 



$1,446 
1,450 
1,618 
1,038 
1,245 

903 

36 

16,986 

44,487 

1,908 



Renuirks. 



328,330 96,844 



7,.908 
3,855 



1,300 



10,144 

6,708 

11,886 

201,282 



53,000 



103,877 



17,815 



4,830 
4,830 
4.830 
4,830 
4,830 
4,830 
4,189 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
7,433 



20 
10 
10 
10 



17 



,20 



2,029 

671 

1,189 

20,128 



9,010 1,000 



20,773 73,700 



10 



L35 
.80 
.70 
.60 
.60 
.50 
.50 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 



1,781 



6,521 
3,864 
3,381 
2,898 
2,898 
2,415 
2,095 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,487 



9,208 
3,855 



2,029 

671 

1.189 

20,128 



10,010 



94.475 



1,781 



6,521 
3,864 
3,381 
2,898 
2,898 
2,415 
2,095 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,250 
1,487 



1,228,116 



385 
6,425 



6,810 



10,144 

6,708 

11,886 

112,942 



50.815 



17,340 



209,835 



17,815 



2,000 
2,500 
2,340 
2,161 
1,610 
1.000 
250 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
6,250 
7,433 

56,794 



423 
3,855 



2,020 

671 

1,189 

11,294 

/ 8,638\ 
\ 1,000/ 

/3,468\ 
\10,0C0/ 



1,781 



2,700 

2,000 

1,638 

1,297 

966 

500 

125 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,487 



476,348 



634 
6,782 



6.416 



3,043 

1,006 

1,783 

16,941 



14»457 



20,202 



57,432 



2,672 



4,050 
3,000 
2,467 
1,945 
1,449 
750 
187 
1,875 
1,875 
1,876 
1,876 
1,876 
1,875 
2,230 

27,318 



AU. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Part 
AU. 



I 



Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Part. 

Part and 
build* 
ing. 



Do. 



AU. 



Part. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do, 
AU. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 



REPOKT ON HOCK CBEEK AND POTOMAC PARKWAY, IMa. 



DatB From uateaor'i oflloc. 



KVR— Continuad. 



i,s2B i3.9one,:o2ti 



s.m 3.sa u.gc 



asT i,<iaa do. 



Antbon; J. Drfiel... 

win. Uuid'w^klr', 

Alkn E. W»]kw. 
Anthony J. Dreiel... 
lo 

Lucy Ovilt^iuau.. 
EUiatMtb Lodge. T 
C. Lodge. 



l,S6ol... 



2,480 1 
2,7)8 



l.SU 

a,ua 



Sjame tCOS. 

hnC. BuUltl 

bn W. PUllng (74A) 



Jobn C. Bullitt ai 



AntbouT I. Dra^ . 



Frank W, Parkins. , 







.. 


3, MB 


.SO 


..«< 





1,830 


3,2Sft 


.« 


.g 




!,»« 






^ 
















3,aM 




, 3a« 










4K, 














































ll,2OT 











1,030 
l.XH 



11,2S6' II, IW 
m lot! t, S, 8, T, S, 38, 3» ^, 36, tT, 1^ M, W, 41, 43, M, 



Part. 
Do. 

Do. 

10,875] AIL 



BEPOBT OK BOCK CBEEK AND POTOMAC PABKWAY; 1916. 56 

Ikt0Ued tablea showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 
and values of the property to he taken — Continued. 



Lot 
No. 



Assessed to- 



ns 

»4 
»0 



53 

8 
58 
17 

Si 
18 

52 

ao 

52 
21 
S2 
22 
52 
12 



SiCtlON III— P 

Stbbet to Massa- 
chusbtt8 avi- 
xux— Continued. 

Sputre Afff 0— Contd. 

Marpret Gray Stew- 

Chas. C. Qlover 

Anthony J. I>rex«l. . . 



Total. 



ParceU. 

t Johanna Hewett and 
Rachel M. Wel)b. 
WnUam F. Parker, 
Brainard W. Dennis, 
American Security 
& Trust Co. and 
Amos H. Phnnb, 
trustees. 

fRobt. Barnard, heirs, 
.do 



} 



LJohanntl Hewett and 
Rachel M. Webb. 

fames Elvenon 



Total. 



Total for Sec- 
tion m. 

SicnoNS IV AND 
V— -Mass ACHU- 

8BTT8 AVXNTTS TO 

THX Zoological 
Pabk. 

Sfuare 9196. 

Amtfican Security & 
Trust Co. and Amos 
H. Plumb, trustees. 

....do 



.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 



8 
4 



801 



Total 

Bqwm 9197, 

Unerlcan Security & 
Trust Co. 
— do 

"...do 

V^ade H. EUis and 
R. Golden Donald- 
son. 

AmericBn Security & 
Trust Co. 

Total 



Data from assessor's ofilve. 



Square 
feet as- 



4,706 

5,000 
6,605 



1.36 
.60 

3.36 



1.04 
.72 
.35 
} 13.421 
37.5 



22,852 



15,239 
12,406 
19,119 
22,222 
20,277 
23,953 



25,572 

14,504 
22,763 
20,368 



21,722 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



10.15 

.16 
.06 



4,000 
43,560 

8,712 

1,600 
1,500 
1,500 
4,000 
5,000 



.25 



.25 
.25 
.25 
.25 
.25 
.25 



.60 

.60 

.60 

1.00 



Land. 



3706 

750 
285 



6,0tt 
26,424 

29,186 

1,660 

1,060 

526 

5^680 

187,500 



6,713 



3,810 
3,102 
4,780 
6,550 
6,069 
5,988 



12,786 

7,297 
11,383 
20,368 



.60 13,033 



Im- 
prove- 
ments. 



$3,500 



30,400 



Total. 



34,206 

750 
286 



6,040 
36,434 

30,186 

1,660 

1,080 

835 

53,680 

317,900 



6,713 



3,810 
3,102 
4,780 
6,650 
5,060 
5,988 



12,786 

7,397 
11,382 
20,368 



13,033 



Property taken. 



Ap. 

IM'OXi- 

mate 

sguare 

feet. 



2,700 

6,000 
6,605 



66,839 



1.36 
.167 

3.86 

1.04 

.72 

.3t> 

13.42 

1.12 



21.427 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



$406 

760 
285 



6,040 
7,280 

29,186 

1,660 

1,060 

625 

63,660 

6,600 



1,443,065 



22,862 



15,239 
12,406 
19,119 
22,222 
20,277 
23,953 



136,068 



25,572 

14,604 
22,783 
20,368 



21,722 



106,019 



6,713 



3,810 
3,102 
4,780 
6,550 
6,060 
6,988 



12,786 

7,297 
11,382 
20,368 



13,033 



At 

full 

lef^ 

valua- 

tkm. 



$007 

1,125 
427 



31,430 



7,600 
10,830 

43,777 

3,340 

1,630 

787 

80,630 

8,400 



155,924 



333,604 



8,560 



6,715 
4,663 
7,170 
8,326 
7,603 
8,982 



61,017 



19,179 

10,945 
17,073 
30,582 



19,649 



97,298 



Remarks. 



Part 

AU. 
Do. 



Do. 

Part 

AIL 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Part 



AIL 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 



Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 



56 BEPORT ON ROCK CREEK AND POTOMAC PARKWAY, 1916. 

Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 

and values of the property to he taken — Continued. 



LQt 

No. 



6 
7 
8 
9 



21 

22 
20 
19 



8 

4 
5 



804 

805 
806 
807 
809 



1 
2 
3 

4 
5 
21 
22 
28 
24 

26 



21 
22 
28 
24 



Assessed to— 



SBCTIONS IV AND 

V— Massachu- 
setts AVENUB TO 
THE Zoological 
Park— Continued. 

Syuare $196. 

H. Rozier Dulany et 

al., receiver. 
.....do 



Data from assessor's ofSce. 



Square 
feet as- 
sessed. 



.do. 
.do. 
.do. 



Total. 



Square iise. 

H. Rosier Dulany et 
al., receiver. 

.....do 

do 

do 



Total. 



Square tl9S. 

T. E. and John Rid- 
out Waggaman, 
trustees. 

H. Rozier Dulany «t 
al., receiver. 

do 

....do 

....do 



Total. 



Square BiOl. 

H. Rozier Dulany et 

al., receiver. 
....do 



.do. 
.do. 
.do. 



Total. 



Square 2601. 

(Hrtrude M. Hubbard 
.....do 

Marv E. Patten and 
others. 

do 

do 

Oertrude M. Hubbard 

do 

do 

ICarv E. Patten and 
others. 

do...: 



Total. 



Square UBJ^ 

AnnaE. Lovett...., 
Anthony J. Drexel. . . 

Carrie S. Plumb 

Anthony J. Drexel. . . 



14,490 

17,830 
19,855 
22,596 
22,781 



47,277 

36,104 
28,172 
36,965 



77,133 



110,581 

96,877 
54,518 
38,712 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



10.20 

.20 
.20 
.20 
.20 



Land. 



.20 

.20 

.20 
.20 



.15 



.15 

.15 
.15 
.15 



12,898 

3,566 
3,971 
4,519 
4,556 



9,456 

7.221 
5,634 
7,393 



16,560 

12,420 
8,400 
2,600 

20,263 



6,635 
4,850 
6,000 

6,000 
5,000 
6,000 
6,000 
6,000 
5,000 



5,524 

6,387 

11,881 

12,3031 



,40 

.80 
,30 
.30 
.50 



.60 
.50 
.50 

.50 
.50 
.30 
.30 
.30 
.30 



11,670 



16,687 

14,382 
8,178 
5,807 



Im- 
prove- 
ments. 



6,624 

3,726 

2,520 

780 

10,132 



3,768 .40 



.40 
.80 
.30 
.30 



2,818 
2,425 
2,500 

2,500 
2,500 
1,5001 
1,5001 
1,500 
1,265 

1,507 



2,210 
1,916 
3,564 
3,601 



Total. 



12,896 

3,666 
3,971 
4,519 
4,556 



9,465 

7,221 

6,634 
7,393 



BEXt 



11,670 



16,687 

14,382 
8,178 
5,807 



Property taken. 



proxi- 
mate 

square 
feet. 



1,105 

14,680 
19,855 
22,596 
22,781 



81,017 



40,182 

36,104 

27,172 

1,200 



104,658 



6,624 

8,726 

2,520 

780 

10,132 



2,818 
2,425 
2,500 

2,500 
2,500 
1,500 
1,500 
1,500 
1,265 

1,607 



2,210 
1,916 
3,564 
3,091 



77,133 



110,581 

96,877 
64,618 
38,712 



376,821 



12,660 

12,420 
8,400 
2,600 
8,650 



39,730 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



$221 

2,936 
3,971 
4,619 
4,656 



8,036 

7,221 

6,434 

240 



11,670 



10,687 

14.382 
8.178 
6,807 



6,064 

8,726 

2,620 

780 

1,825 



5,635 
4,850 
6,000 

2,500 
750 
625 
2,250 
6,000 
6,000 

3,768 



36,378 



6,524 

6,387 

11,881 

12,303i 



2,818 
2,425 
2,500 

1,250 

375 

187 

675 

1,500 

1,265 

1,607 



At 
full 

leeal 
vuiia- 

tion. 



2,210 
1,916 
3,664 
3,691 



S831 

4,404 
6,956 
6,778 
6,834 



24,303 



10,054 

10,831 

8,151 

360 



29,396 



17,355 



34,880 

21,673 

12.267 

8,710 



84,785 



7,896 

6,589 
3,780 
1,170 
2,737 



20, 87^ 



4,227 
8,637 
3,750 

1,875 
562 
289 
1,012 
2,250 
1,897 

2,260 



21,750 



3,316 
2,874 
6,346 
6,636 



Remarks. 



Part. 

Do. 
AU. 
Do. 
Do. 



Part. 

AU. 
Part. 
Do. 



AU, 



Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Part. 

AU. 

Do. 

Do. 
Part. 



AU. 
Do. 
Do. 

Part. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
AU. 

Do. 

Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Da 



BEPOBT ON BOCK CBEEK AND POTOMAC PABKWAY, 1916. 57 

Detailed tables showing names of owners, location, areas, assessment rates, 
and values of the property to be taken — Continued. 



Lot 
No. 



25 
26 
27 
28 



31 
800 
801 
802 



15 

16 
17 
18 
19 

20 
32 
33 
34 



35 
36 



804 
806 

807 



1 

7 

8 

9 

10 

104 

109 

110 



42 

803 
804 



807 
MS 



Assessed to— 



SBCTIONS IV AND 

V— Massachu- 
setts Avenue to 
THE Zoological 
Park— Continued. 

Square ;?5f4— Contd. 

Anthony J. Drexel. . . 

do 

Carries. Plumb 

do 

do , 

Anthony J. Drexel. . . 

do , 

Gertrude M. Hubbard 

....do 

....do 



Total. 



Square SSB5. 

D. C. Construction 

Co. (Inc.). 

....do 

....do 

do. . .., , 

James D. Cameron, 

trustee. 

Anna E . Lovett 

Thomas S. Rodgers. . 
Anthony J. Drexel. . . 
Patrick H. and 

Thomas J. For- 

schurr. 
Anthony J. Drexel. . . 

do 

James D. Cameron, 

trustee. 

....do 

D. C. Construction 

Co. (Inc.). 
William B. and 

Henry W. Kurtz. 



Total. 



Square BtOt. 

H. Rozier Dulany et 
al. . receivers. 

do 

....do 

....do 

.....do 

....do 



Agnes W.Willett... 
do 



Total. 



Square tSJ^t. 

bhn R. Drexel and 
others. 

"Lnthony J. Drexel. . , 

ames Donald Cam- 
eron. 

ohn R. Drexel and 
others. 

...do 

ttephen CaldweU 



Total. 



Data from assessor's oifice. 



Square 
feet as- 
sessed. 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



12,608 

12,011 

11,218 

13,200 

12,388 

12,454 

19,514 

7,975 

6,803 

2,438 



7,500 

7,500 
7,500 
7,498 
6,701 

5,728 
19,401 
14,060 

7,515 



7,600 
7,500; 
6,270 

1,922 
6,875 

5,625 



10.30 
.30 
.30 
.30 
.30 
.30 
.40 
.33 
.33 
.33 



Land. 



.30 

.30 
.30 
.30 
.30 



13,809 
3,603 
3,365 
3,960 
3,716 
3,736 
7,806 
2,632 
2,245 
805 



Im- 
prove- 
ments. 



2,250 

2,250 
2,250 
2,249 
2,010 



.30! 1,718 

.30 5,820 

.30 4,218 

.30 2,255 



.30 2,250 
.301 2,250 
.30 1,881 



.30 
.30 

.30 



7,320 

4,470 
5,031 
5,395 
6,546 

13,116 
3,782 

13, 157 



15,905 

1,326 
9,611 

9,054 

13,238 
5,877 



577 
2,063 

1,688 



.35 2,662 



.35 
.35 
.35 
.35 
.40 
1.25 
.40 



.30 

.30 
.30 

.30 

.30 
.30 



1,341 
1,609 
1,619 
1,964 
5,246 
4,r28 
5,263 



4,772 

398 
2,853 

2,716 

3,971 
1,763 



Total. 



13,809 
3,603 
3,365 
3,960 
3,716 
3,736 
7,806 
2,632 
2,245 
805 



2,250 

2,250 
2,250 
2,249 
2,010 

1,718 
5,820 
4,218 
2,255 



2,250 
2,250 
1,881 

577 
2,063 

1,688 



Property taken. 



Ap- 
proxi- 
mate 
souare 

feet. 



12,608 

12,011 

11,218 

13,200 

12,388 

12,454 

19,514 

7,975 

6,803 

2,438 



146,794 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



13,809 
3,603 
3,365 
3,960 
3,716 
3,736 
7,806 
2,632 
2,245 
805 



2,562 

1,341 
1,509 
1,619 
1,964 
5,246 
4,728 
6,263 



4,772 

398 
2,853 

2,716 

3,971 
1,763 



7,500 

7,500 
7,500 
7,498 
6,701| 

5,728! 
19,401; 
14,060 

7,515 



7,500 
7,500 
0,270 

1,922 
6,875 

6,625 



119,095 



2,250 

2,250 
2,250 
2,249 
2,010 

1,718 
5,820 
4,218 
2,255 



2,250 
2,260 
1,881 

577 
2,063 

1,688 



7,320 

4,470 
5,031 
5,395 
6,546 

13,116 
3,782 

13,157 



2,682 

1,341 
1,509 
1,619 
1,964 
6,246 
4,728 
6,263 



58,&17i 



16,905' 

1,326 
9,51l! 

9,064 

13,238 

6,877 



64,911 



4,772 

398 
2,853 

2,716 

3,971 
1,763 



At 
full 
legal 
valua- 
tion. 



$5,713 
6,404 
6,047 
6,940 
6,574 
6,604 

11,709 
3,948 
3,367 
1,207 



70,584 



3,375 

3,375 
3,375 
3,373 
3,015 

2,577 
8,730' 
6, 3271 
3,382 



3,375 
3,375 
2,821 

865 
3,094 

2,532 



63,591 



3,843 

2,011 
2,263 
2,428 
2,946' 
7, 869'. 
7,092i 
7,894 



36,346 



7,158 

597 
4,279 

4,074 

5,956 
2,644 



24,708 



Remarks. 



All. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 



Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 



I 



58 BEPOBT ON ROCK GBEEK AND POTOMAC PABKWAY, 1916. 

Detailed tablcB showing namea of owners, location, areas, assessment nrfei^l 
and talues of the property to he taken — Continued. 



Lot 
No. 



21 
814 
815 
816 
817 
807 
809 
811 
818 
43 
44 
813 



805 
807 

809 
811 
813 
815 
817 
819 
821 
822 

823 

824 

33 

34 

35 



805 



66 
3 

53 
6 
52 
19 



Assessed to~ 



Sections IV and 

V— M A8SACHU- 

SETTS Avenue to 
THE Zoological 
Park— (Continued. 

. Square £643. 

Edward T. Stotesbory 
do 



.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 



Total. 



Square £644. 

Edward Stotesbury. . 
H. Rozier Dulany, 

trustee. 

do 

do 

do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

do — 

Union Trust Co., 

trustee. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

....do 



Total. 



Square S647. 

Union Trust Ck>., 
trustee. 

Pareeis. 

Colored Union Be- 
nevolent Associa- 
tion. 

/H. Rosier Dulany 

\ etal(45A). 

J Johanna Hewett and 

\ Rachel M. Webb. 



Total. 



Total for Sec- 
tions IV and 
V. 

Total for the 
entire project. 



Data from assessor's office. 



Square 
feet as- 
sessed. 



2,308 
2,294 
2,234 
2,126 
1,935 
1,669 
1,291 
704 
2,293 
2,300 
2,300 
27 



3,701 
7,299 

1,100 
1,100 
1,100 
1,100 
1,100 
800 
730 
1,955 

2,658 
3,132 
2,776 
1,943 
1,932 



2,400 



1 



.036 



} .456 
\ 1.35 



At two-thirds valuation. 



Rate. 



10.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 



Land. 



.15 
.15 

.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.15 
.75 

.75 
.75 
.76 
.75 
.75 



.10 



4,356 

6,534 
4,000 



$346 
344 
355 
317 
290 
250 
194 
106 
344 
345 
345 
4 



555 
1,095 

165 
165 
165 
165 
165 
120 
110 
1,466 

X, W4 

2,349 
2,082 
1,457 
1,449 



240 



167 

2,980 
5,400 



Im- 
prove- 
ments. 



Total. 



(846 
344 
355 
317 
290 
250 
194 
106 
344 
345 
345 
4 



555 
1,095 

165 
165 
165 
165 
165 
120 
110 
1,466 

1, ilv4 

2,349 
2,062 
1,457 
1,449 



240 



157 

2,980 
5,400 



Property taken. 



Ax>- 
proxi- 

mate 
square 

feet. 



67 

140 

360 

600 

1,000 

1,266 

1,291 

704 

2,293 

2,300 

1,150 

27 



11,198 



3,701 
7,299 

1,100 
1,100 
1,100 
1,100 
1,100 
800 
730 
1,955 

2,758 

3,132 

1,320 

425 

8 



27,528 



2,400 



.036 

.456 
1.35 



1.842 



1,319,672 



4,113,818 



At 
two- 
thirds 
valua- 
tion. 



110 

21 

54 

90 

150 

190 

194 

106 

344 

345 

172 

4 



At 

fuU 
legal 
valua- 
tion. 



556 

1,095 

165 
165 
165 
165 
166 
120 
110 
1,466 

1,994 

2,349 

990 

319 

6 



240 



167 

2,980 
5,400 



S15 

31 

81 

135 

225 

285 

291 

150 

516 

517 

258 

6 



2,619 



832 
1,642 

247 
247 
247 
247 
247 
180 
165 
2,199 

2,901 

3,523 

1,485 

478 

9 



14,739 



360 



Remarks. 



Part. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
AU. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Part. 
AIL 



All. 
Do. 

Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Part. 
Do. 
Do. 



AU. 



236 

4,470 
8,100 



12,806 



545,074 



Do. 

Do. 
Da 



1,422,603 



O 




b»vol 



■•■pon MM RmIi CrMk ■ 



3 2044 027 705 714 



